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THE VIRGIN BIRTH. 



I- THE ySW T£STj^M£NT. 

'his essay aims to trace the history aad use of the story of the 
virgin birth of Jesus in the antc-Nicenc Christian literature. In doing 
this, speciaJ attention is pnid to the patrifitic fieldf which has not hitherto 
beea thoroughly investigated with such a purpose in view. What is 
here offered on the New Testamenr: material is introductory to the 
main body oi the essay, aud^ as a prerequisite to tracing the use and 
effects of the New Testament stories in the subsequent Christian litera- 
ture, aims to delerioinG whether these narratives in reality represent a 
double or only a Eingle attestation of the virgin birth, a.nd also to 
ascertain what is their ei^act meaning.' 

The question whether the account of the virgin birth has in the 
New Testament a single or a double attestation is, broadly speaking, 
the question of the common origin or independence of the infancy 
sections of Matthew and Luke, Resch " holds that Matthew and Luke 
used a pre-canonical child historj', which had been translated from 
Hebrew into Greek, and that, if we had that history, it would be a har- 
mony of the infancy stories of the first and third gospels. Coorady^ 
thinks that the protevangelium of James is that prc-canonical source 
which both Matthew and Luke used, and that, moreover, Luke had 
access to Matthew's account. Whether the infancy stories are more 
independerjt than these iheories would imply t:an be ascertained only 
by a comparative examination of the material. 

The genealogies, Matt, i : 1-17 and Luke 3 : 23-3S, may be first 
considered in such a comparison. The generations prior to Abraham 
are peculiar to Luke, andj while favoring the independence ot the two 
tables, are probably more significant as indicating Luke's understanding 
of the virgin birth, as will be pointed out later. Between Abraham 
and David the two tables, having access to the Old Testament material, 

' The psFudonymaiu and AcMriaiis material which falls within Ifap antt^NTccne 
period and is uETially indnded under tlie Eille oE the New T?£[ament apocrypha will 
be briefly LiraEcd in an ap[jrndi]i, fur lLc purpciac of aupplcmcnlinij Lhc iludy of the 



^ Xinifh/itievaHs'^iurji nach Lucas und MaitharuS- 
^£fit Qutil^ dfr kaitonijchfK Ktndhat^geschUAtf Jtot, 
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fiISTOBIOA.L AND LINGUISTIC STUDIES 



are in harmony, but between David and Joseph, where one would 
eifpecl them to be precise in proving the Davi die descent of JesuB^they 
are, with the possible exception of two names/ wholly at variance. 
Thus the genealogical Ublcs as a whole make againsl Ehe theory of a 
common source.' The esLpIanation that Luke gives the genealogy of 
Mary is not substantiated or adequate. 

Continuing this comparison, the question of the common depend- 
ence OT the interdependence of the infancy sections can be better 
appreciated, perhaps, by a tabulation showing the material in either 
account. 



MATTfTEW. 



Annunciation to Joseph, i : fS-a^ 



LUKE. 

Birth oi John the Baptist 

pTDmised. 
AnauaciAtiga to Mary, 






The magi, 2;T-t2 

Flight into Egypt andretura 

to Nazareth, 2 : 13-33 

Childhood at Nazareth, 2:23 



Mary's visit to Elizabeth, i : 39-56 
Birth of John the Baptist, 1 157-80 
Birth of Jesus, 1:1-7 

Thcangelaacd the ahcpterda, 2 : 6-zo 
The cirtamcision, a : 31 

Presentation in the temple, 2:33-^39 



Childhood at Nazareth, 3: 39, 40 

Incident in the temple, 2:41-^0 

Eighteen years at Nazareth. 2: ^i. 52 

It will be seen from the foregoing that Matthew and Luke are in 
agreement as to the birth-place, the parents* names, a. residence in 
Nazareth after the bJrth» the Davidic descent, and the virgin birth. 
But all of these facts, except the last, arc derivable from the gospels 
proper, or, as in the case of the Bethlehem birth, from such informa- 
tion as may easily be supposed to have been common Chrifiliao tradi- 

*SheaUid *ad Jenibbabd, Matt, i 1 u 1 Luke 3; 27, 

sia connection with MutE- I ; r6 iE should be brauKht to aoUce that, although all 
the Greek uncials and nearly all the minuscules have " Joaeph the husband of Mary, 
of whom was bore iF£uc» wha Es i^ailpd Cbrist," the Curttoniin Syriac, iht AnncniEui, 
two Uteek minuAcuIcA (3^6 atkd 55^)t ^°^ most of the old Latin reraictis have, 
'"Joseph to whom The virgin Mary was beiroihed hegal Jesus who is called Christ." 
vhilc the Siaaitic t^yiiac has, '^ And Joseph to vbom Ibe virgin Moiy was betrothed 
bcRat Jeans Christ," The rcadipg of the MS. recently diacorcred At Onyrhynchtts 
Dgrces flirh the Greek ancials. 
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tion (John 7 ; 4a)/ On the other hand, Matthew represents Bethlehem 
as the home of Joseph and Mary prior to their flight into Egypt, while 
Luke IcTiaws of no home (or the sacred family exceiDt that of Nazareth, 
and \s silent concerning the ctnnundatlon to Joseph, the star, the magi, 
the slaughter o£ the innocents^ and the l^ight into Egypt. Matthew 
omits completely the story of John the Baptist, thus causing his gospel 
proper to begin with needless abruptness, were he in possession of 
the source used by Luke. Moreover, Matthew says nothing of the 
annunciatioD to Marj, or of Mary's visit to Elizabeth ; nothing o£ the 
angels and the shepherds, the circumcision, the presentation in 
the temple, the incident in the temple at the age of twelve, and the 
youth spent in Nazareth, 

Now, i£ we take a section from the gospel where Matthew and Luke 
are evidently dependent upon their comniOD soitice, Mark, we can the 
hettei determine whether a similar dependence exists here. Taking 
the record of the second northern journey tor retirement, beginning 
with Matt. 16:13 ^^^ Lulce 9 : iS^ the order of events is as follows : 

1. Peter's confession .... 

2. Death and resurrection foretold 

3. Trans figu rat ion , - , - - 

4. The demoniac boy - - - - 

5. Death and reeurreciion again foretold - 
6- The shekel in the Ssh's mouth - - 34-27(MaithaTanadditIoDto 

com mo □ source) 
7, DidCDUrse on humility and forgiveness - chap. lE ^16-50 

Comparing the substantial nature of this harmony of events with 
the comparative relation of events in the infancy sections, the evidence 
is against a common source in the latter case. 

Having made this survey, it may be well to take up the two accounts 
-of the virgin birth in order to ascertain whether there is evidence of a 
common source in thi^ particular part of the infancy sections- This 
involves a coniparison of Matt, i : 18-25 with Luke 1 ; 26-38 and 2: 6, 7 ; 
and, at the same time, of both with the parallel material of the gospel 
of Tames, in order to ascertain the value of the theory which makes it 
the common source of the canonical stories. 

1 ThtE pusage also indiciitet thit the Bcthl«hmi birth wtis not knowii in the Life- 
time vi Jcaua, but that it waa a commocily accepted fact in ihc mpostoLic tgt^ On tbc 
other hacd^ one miifit admit tbe possibility that the infarma.LJoQ prelected in lahn 
,7 : 4^ may be derived trom iht infancy ttory itselt 

r Vs. ai eipODged a± aa Laterpolalion. 
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LUKE. 


16:1 3-20 


gi ifl-2i 


21-28 


12-37 


I7M-I3 


28^36 


14-20' 


37-433 


2a, 23 


43M5 
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Matthew and T-uke are in banoony in their staiemenl of the chief 
fact, that Maiy was Joseph's betrothed, and prior to any sexual 
iDlcicoursc on their part conceived a son hy ihc Spirit o£ God, and 
that such a conception was predictive of the child's future greatness. 
Bmx in Lufce the angel who announces this wooderlul fact and names 
the unborn child is sent to Mary in Nfl2areth, while in Matthew the 
angel comes in a dream to Joseph, presumably in Betlilehera. The 
particular task of the one to be born is represented in Luke as ruling 
on the throne ai David Forever, sad in Matthew as saving his people 
from their sins. In Luke his manner of birth warrants the epithet 
"God*s Son," and in Matthew, "Immanael." 

The liruita of the prcscDl artick do not permit the insertion oF the 
Greek test of these three accounts in such ft way as to make clear all 
corresponding material, but from such an examination we ate con- 
vinced that Conrady's thesis is untenable. The following extract from 
the gospel of James may be compared with the Lucan and Marth^an 
accounts, the verbai correspondence to Luke being roughly designated 
by italics, that to Matthew by capitals, and that to both by spaced 
type: 

II. And she took the pitcher and went out la fill ii witb waier. And 
behold a voice saying: //arl, thou ii/ha kasi r^ctiv^d ^<t^€ ; the Lord is with 
thee; bUssed arf thou among ity^m/Ti (Luke i : 45)- And she lo&ked around 
on the right hand and on the left to see whence ibis voite came. And she 
weat away trembling to her house, and put down the pitcher ; and taking the 
purple she sal down on her seat and drew it out. And bebold. an angel nf 
the Lord stcod bclorc ^rr, saying : Fearn&t, Mffty^fer thou hast fititnd favor 
before the Lord of all, and thou shall conceiifi accordmg in bis ward. And 
she hearing reasoned wJth herself, sayiag : Shall 1 conceive by the Lord, the 
living God? and shall ! bring forth as every woman brings forth P (Luke 
I , 34). And thi i^ngcl of the Lord said: Not io, Mary : foi the ^ftuver 0/ the 
Lord shixli cuershadc^ thee: i^jkergfors also that hcly thing that shall be barn 
fjf ihee shail be caiisd the son of the Most High. And thou shalt caH 
hia name Jesus, FOR HE SHALL SAVE HIS PEOPLE FROM 
THEIR SINS. AndMarysaid.' Bfkeid the servant of the Lord hciotc bis 
face ; let it be u/th tne accffrdirtg to ihy njord, 

[3. And she was in her siicth month ; and behold, JOSEPH came back 
Erom hia building* a.[id entering into his house he DISCOVERED that she wa^ 
big WITH CHILD* And he smote bis £ace and threw bimself upon the 
ground upon the sackcloth, and wept bitierly* saying: With what face shall 
I look upon the Lord my God, and what prayer shnll I make alsout this 
maiden ? because T received her a virgin out of the temple of the Lard, and 
I have not matched over her. Who is it that has hunted me (hci) down? 

3a 
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Who has done this evil thing in my house and has defiled ihe virgin ? Has 
noi Ihe history ot Adam been repealed in me ? Far just as Adam was in the 
hour of his singing p aiae, and the serpent came and found Eve 3laa6 a.nd 
compleicly deceived her, so it has happened lu ute also- Aud Joseph sLood 
up from the sackcloth and called Mary and said unto her; Oh, thoa who 
hast been cared for by God, why hasi tbou done this and forgotten the Lord 
tby God ? Wby bast thou brought low thy soul, tbou who wast brought up 
in the holy oE holies and that didst receive food from Lhe hand of aji angel ? 
And 5hc wept biUcrly, saying ; I am inooccQt, and ha^ve known no man. 
And Joseph said to her : Whence then is tbit which is in thy womb f And 
she said : As the Lord my Gud liveth, I do not know whence it Js in me. 

14. And Joseph was greatly afraid, and retired from het, and coosidered 
what be sbould do in rega.td to her. And Joseph SAid : If I conceal ber sin, 
I find myself fighting againsl Ihe law of the Lord i and if 1 expose her to the 
sons of Istaelj I am afraid lest that which is in ber be from an angel, and I 
shall be found giving up innocent blood to the doom of death. What then 
shall I do with her? I wdl put her away from me secretly. (Matt, i : 19.) 
And nigbt came npon him ; and BEHOLD, AN ANGEL OF THE LORD 
APPEARS TO HIM IN A DREAM, SAVING ? BE NOT AFRAID for 
tbis maiden. FOR THAT WHfCH IS IN HER TS OF THE HOLY 
SPIRIT, AND SHE SHALL BRING FORTH A SON. and thou shalt 
call his name Jesos. FOR HE SHALL SAVE HIS PEOPLE FROM 
THEIR SINS. AND JOSEPH AROSE FROM SLEEP and glorified the 
God of Israel who had given him this grace ; and he kept her, , . , , 

[f). And I said : 1 am seeking s. Hebrew midwife. And abe answered 
and 5aid aoto me : Art thou of Israel i Aod I said unto hen Yes, And she 
said : And who is it cbat is bringing forth [n the cave ?^ And 1 said : A 
woman betrothed to me. And she said to mc : Is she oot thy wife ? And I 
said to her: Tl is Mary who was reared in the temple of the Lord, and I 
obtained her by lot lLS my wife. And yet she h not my wife, but has con- 
ceived OF THE HOLY SPIRIT. (Matt, i : 18, 25,) And the midwife said 
10 him : Is this true? And Joseph said to ber; Come and see. And the 
midwife went away with him. And they stood in the place of the cave, and 
behold, a tumlnous cloud overshadowed the cave. And the midwife 5i\d -. 
My aoul has been magnified thi^ day, because mine eyes have seen sirange 
things — because salvation has been brought forth to IsTaeL (Luke i : 46, 
68 EI.) And ImmcdiaLcly the cloud disappeared out of the cave and a great 
light shone in the cave so that Ihe eyes could not bear it And in a little 
that light gradually decreased until the infant appeared and went and took 
the breast from his mother Mary.° And the midwife cried out and said : 



■The gotpel ot Ixmes represents thia cave bb being within three miles of Belhle 



hem. 



' Contrast Luke 2 : &, 7. 
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This ts a great day to mc because I have seen this sirangc sight. And the 
midwife went forth out of the cave and Salome mci her. And she aaid 
ID faer- Salome, Salome, 1 have a strange sight to relate ic theet A virgin 
has brought Eorih — a thing which her uature admits aot of. Then said 
Salome ■ As the Lord my God liveth, unless I thrust in rny finger and search 
the parts, 1 will not believe that a virgin has brought forth. 

20. And the midwife went in atid said Xa Mary: Shov thjsclfj Eot no 
small controversy has arisen about ihce. And Salome put \o her Rager and 
cried out atid s&\d : Woe is las for mine iniquity and mine unbelief, because 

I have tempted ibe living God ; and behold my hand 1^ dropping off as if 
burned by fire. 

Anyone who is acquainted with the story-making habit^ the extrava- 
gant characf eristics of the apocryphal literalnre as a wholei or even 
with the teadcncy in New Tciitameat interpolatioDt cannot bold 
Matthew and Luke to be deductions from this gospel of James. The 
gospel of James seeois rather to be the fanciful working out of the 
canonical stones ; ^nd, while it Is difficult to account for the placing 
of the birth in a cave near Bethlehem, this may be a creation of fancy, 
the better to set olf the miraculous il In miration at the Cimc of birth; 
or the invention may have been favored by the Septuagint translation 

of Isa. 33^16'" 

Contrast with the above extract such samples ol verbal dependence" 
as Matt, 3:7-to and Luke 3:7-9, or Matt, 1^:43-45 and Luke 

II : t\-i6 ; or take the threefold account of Jesus* encounter with the 
Pharisees.'* Matt, ^i ; 35-27, Luke so: i-3, derived frooi Mark 11:27- 
53, and judge whether there is suflident ground In the canonical 
stories of the virgin birth for supposing them to be dependent upon 
each other or tipon the prolix vulgarity of the gospel of James, Indeed, 
the instances cited, together with such passages as Mark la: 13-27, 
i3'S-5» an^ parallels, serve to indicate the true natuie of verbal 
dependence, and, taken with the comparison of the narratives as a 
whole, to warrant the conclusion that where the virgin-birth story first 
appears it is attested by two witnesses which betray no certain sign of 
dependence of one upon the other or of both upon a common source. 

^See Wkstoott, Canon BftAeNeTn Ttstamfni, p. 102, nnte "j. 

*'Scc ttL'CK, Synifpse der drei ersicn ^E'virff/f'n, p. 17, vhcicoaL of tlie L47 woida 
CQTiiposing the two stcfounts 130 art identical and mranged in the %une order. For 
the Bccond exiLmpIe see HL'cit, p- 54p inhere out of ttc 126 words of the two accounts 
104 are idciiEical and in die same order. Also RuSJlDHooK, Synap/iciin, pp, r^^, 159. 

"See Huct:, pp. llS E., where al some 356 worda compOBiag the thr?e occdudLg 
About 3Df} ue idendcal and in the samfl order. See aIbo Rushbrook, SynopHtanj 
p. Bi. 
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II h now necessary, before proceeding to trace the influence of the 
narratives of the virgin birth on the subsequent Christian literatuTe, to 
get as clear an idea aa possible ot the meanrng of the stor^ in the 
earliest forms preserved to us. Matthew's thought seems to be that the 
wonder- working Spirit of God, eicclusive of human agency, caused 
Maiy to conceive ; that, by reason of this fact, she was innocent of any 
wrong such as that the suspicion of which had troubled Joseph ; and 
that at the same Lime such a birth, being in accord with the Immanucl 
prophecy, tnarked the child to be born as the Messiah^ the Savioi of 
his people, as the one Gpoken of in isa., chaps, 7 and 3, to be the 
deliverer of his nation in the impending war. Thus the application 
of the prophetic and symbolic expression '* Immacuel " was not for the 
purpose of designating the nature of the child, but rather his work, 
which was to be national and messianic. The result of the nation's 
sins was always the withdrawal of God; but the Messiah would lead 
them in righteousness and save ihem from that abandoning by God 
which was al the same time the result of their sins and the cause of 
their impotence and subjection. The tenn "Immanuel," then, is the 
prophetic and symbolic designation for Savior; but that it soon came 
to be used as designating the divine nature of Christ will appear from 
the study of the patristic literature. 

The meaning of Luke's account of the virgin birth is cot so clear, 
perhaps^ but, like Matthew^s, is destitute of any attempt to explain the 
divine nature of Jesus upon the basis that God, and not a human 
father, was his begetter. In reply to Mary's question (1 : 34), the angel 
aaya : " Holy Spirit shall come upon thee and power of Highest shall 
overshadow thee, therefore also the begotten thing shall be called holy, 
Son of God." In other words, the pure Spirit of God will cause Mary 
to conceive mtracu^mfy, and thus, in contrast to \h.^ poUtded offspring 
of any human begetter, who would he a sinful descendant of Adam, 
the child shall \^pure as the begetting Spirit is pufe. This is one 
element in the angel's annunciation — the purity of the child through 
the action of the Holy Spirit and the breaking of the line of sinful 
Adam*s descent. The other is that the creative power of God is to act 
directly in this creation, as it did in that of Adam, the first man, who 
because of his direct creation by God is called God's son {^/. 3 : 3S, 
"the son ol Adam, the son of God "). In like manner shall this one, 
whose holiness is secured by the breaking of the sinful Adamic descent, 
be termed Son of God because directly created by divine power. 

This is undoubtedly the baits for Ihe use of the term " Sod of God" 
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in ihia passage; but ha^ tht: term no larger L:ot]lciit than that which. 
applies cqua^lly to Adam ? There are two other possibilities : first, that it 
is ^^quivalent to "Messiah ;*' and, second, that it designates moral like- 
ness to God. In support of the former contention it can be pointed 
out that this passage in Luke is clearljr TDessin.nic, as is seen in vss. 3^ 
and 33, and also in the psalms interspersed throughout the narrative. 
Moreover, the probable use of the term "Son of God" aa a measianic 
title can be appealed to in Matt. t6: 16 (but not in Mark 3:11; 5^7; 
15; 39 i nor in Luke ^:aa ■ 4:3, g; g: 35). For the view that il 
designates moral likeness to God it can be shown that the thought ia 
thus made parallel to the preceding thought of purity and h brought 
into harmony with the Jewish conception of the original purity of 
Adam, avoiding at the same time a use o[ the term ** Son of God " which 
cannot with certainty be attributed to any part o! the New Testament 
except its Jatest element?. 

Adopting any one of these three possible interpretations, however, 
there is in the passage no explanation of the divine nature of Jeaus on 
tbc basis of divine parentage, but at most only a statement and partial 
explanation of his purity (jn Matthew more specifically an exoneration 
of the purity d£ Mary's conception, and In Luke of the purity of Jesus 
from the hereditary Adamic sla). and a prophecy of his greatneiis as 
the theocratic representative. Both accounts have the national mes- 
sianic coloring, but io neither of them is there represented an incar- 
nation of a pre-existent being, such as is set forth in the prologue 
TO John's gospel. The natural deductions made from the terms 
"Immantiel" and *'Son of God" by the subsequent Christian litera- 
ture, and the embarrassing attempts to harmonize the synoptists with 
the prologue of the fourth gospel, will be pointed out in the next 
section. 

Passing from the infancy sections, we find no use of them funless 
possibly John 7 ; 42) or of the virgin birth prior to Ignatius, in the 
accond decade of the second century. The narrative of the virgin 
birtb, if in existence, made no impression upon the exponents of 
Christianity prior to the formation and crjsiaULzalion oi the preaching 
gospel, or, indeed, within the period in which the New Testament 
books — most of ihem, at least — arose. There is no trace of it in 
Peter's preaching, as preserved to us ; and Paul, though il would seem 
that he could have made occasional good use of the teaching,"^ pre- 
serves a significant silence j Matthew's gospel, irora 3 : i on, depending 

"£.£., I Cor. IS-AS^'i 2 Cor, 5^31; Ram. 5:12 EL; 8^3; Phil. 3 ; 6 ff,; f / (*/. 
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upon Mark, is aho silent; a.rtd rha.t portion □[ the gospel of Luke 
which, as we judge from i : i and Acts i : 2I1 22, constituted for him 
the gospel proper, viz., that which begnn, like Mark, with the public 
ministry of Jesus as mauguraled by John the Baptist, is likewise desti- 
tute of any trace of the virgin-birth story. The gospel of John is also 
silent."* Whai these facts signify as to tiie source of the story and the 
time of ila rl^e is not the task of this esaay, which passes to coDsider 
the history of the thought as traceable in the patristic literature. 

It. THE ANTB-MICEWE FATHERS. 

In entering upon a study of the anle-Nicenc Fathers in their treat- 
ment of the virgin birth, we arc interested to know what sources they 
used, what was the influence of extra- canonical sources upon their 
views, and the time when this influence becopies discoverable. It is 
also desirable to ascertain what sources the so-called heretical teachers 
and writers used, and whal various theories oJ the virgin birth were 
advanced by them ; and aiso to determine what the Fathers understood 
the virgin birth to mean, and whut theological purpose they made it 
serve. With a view to answering these questions, and conscious of the 
fact that in the absence of any New Tehtatneni interpretation, save the 
meager hints of ttie infancy sections ihcraselvesj the interpretation of 
the Fathers became and remained the interprelalion of the church at 
large, the study of this vast and not always interesting field is under-> 
taken. 

1. Ignatius, second bishop of Antiocht'* martyred between 107 and 
117 A.D-, is the first and sole apostolic Father to leave us any material 
on the miraculous generation of Jesus, Not only so, but all the apoa- 
tohc Fathers, save Ignatius and Aristides, in the Syriac version o£ his 
Apology, maintain a uniform and notable sHerce concerning the story 
of the birih and infancy of Jesus, In Clement of Rome, Polycarp, 
Barnabas, the Didach^, the Epistle to Diogaetua, and the Shepherd of 
Hermos wc look in vain for any reference either to the miractilous 
conception itself or to the infancy story of which the miraculous con- 
ception was the most striking feature. 

It is Uue that in Clement, E/iistlfS, 1 : 32, there is an obscure refer- 
ence to the descent of Jesus Christ from Jacob (?) according to the 

**Tbat iIlc £osptt pairativca arc quicc oblivioLa to ihe f&ct □[ the virgia biilii 
IE moH obrious to snch pasiHges a* Matt. r3 :5^-5K=Marfc 6 M-6; I.ulee 4:2a; 
John I i45i ^:42i 7 : 5i 27; whila at Che same time the infiLDcy acctiofl itEeif dace nat 
picaciil aa ap[jaicatl]r uaifuiTiL alalcrncnt, Luke 2 :ij, 41, 4:1. 4IJ. 

■JEL;s£Bius, Church Hiiiory^ Booki III, XXII, aod XXXVI, 
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flesh, but the obscurity of the passage and ^ta probable dEnvation from 
Rom, g ; 5 leave the mritinga of Clement destitute of any reference to 
the infancy secliocs. Moreover, it is not as i£ the apostolic Fathers hatJ 
no occasion to use the story of the virgin birth of Jesus ; for Pnlycarp 
in his Epistlt^ chap, 7, quotes i John 4.3,*' Whosoever does not con- 
fess that Jcsas Christ is come in the flcah is Anli-Chrisl/' and in chap. 
13 he maintflins that Jesus is the Son of God ; yet in both these 
places, where it would be natural and in keeping with the custom of 
BO maay of the anle-Nlcene writers to refer to the Infancy story, be is 
silent. 

Likewise in Barnabas, chap. 6, while there is a reference to the fact and 
purpc>5e of the incarnation, a similar silence is maintained. " The ison 
of God therefore came in the flesh with this view, that he might bring to 
a head the sum of rheir ^ms whn had persecuted his (their) prophets 
to the death." The same is true of Diognetus, chap. 7, where there 
is a statement of how and for what purpose God 3cnt his Son, and in 
chaps- ro and 11, where John's doctrine of the Word and mention 
of the only-begotten Son appear, but without reference to the infancy 
story. The Shepherd has no reference to Matthew's gospel prior to 
the Sermon on the Mount, and none to Luke's prior Co the eleventh 
chapter. Neither has the Didach^ any reference to Matthew prior to 
chap. 5, or to Luke prior to chap. 6- Ignatius has nothing to 
say about gospels, but mentions only the gospel which is an account 
of Jesus Christ, whom he accepts in place of all fhni is ancient and 
authoritative (FAHad.i chap. S), aud which, with one c:cception (Rom., 
chap. 7, referring to John 6751), seems to coincide with the gospel as wc 
have it in Matthew. 

The Ignitian controversy,'* extending from 1495 to the present 
time, has succeeded in thoroughly discrediting the longer Greelc recen- 
sion with the eight additional epistles, including the three in Latin. 
It has also pointed toward the conclusion that the Syriac version of the 
epistles to Polycarp, Epheaians, and Romans is but an imperfect 
series of extracts from the shorter Greek form of the seven usualiy 
accepted epistles; and that the genuineness of this shorter Greek form 
itself is not in every respect beyond question. The free tampering with 
the text which makcb againat the high valuation of the later Fathers as 
textual evidence, necessarily discounts to some degree the patristic 

'*LlGHTPOOT, 77ie Apcsioik Faiker^^ S. /snatini and S. Polycarp, Vol. I, pp. 
S'S-^i^: Theooosius Zahn, Igrtarius vcn j^ntutehkn. For hibliography see 
SCUAFF, History efCkristiart CAurrA, Vol. II, pp. 65a, 653. 
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writings which deal with the superoatural birth. But to just what 
degree is difficult to ascertain. In the shorter Greek versioOj however, 
Ignj3.tiu5 awakens tittle or no Buspicion ot reQecting the thought of 
a later lime ; he rather exhibits the pre -theological naivef^ natural to 
his time and his leaching, if he were a disciple of Paul or Peter or 
John. His reference to the supefoatural birth of Christ is that of 
unquestioning and unphilosophic statement. In Epk., chap, 7 (I, 
52),'' he says that Jesus Christ is "oi flesh and of spirit, generate and 
ingenerate — (son) both of Mary and of God."* In chap. iS (I, 57) 
he says: " For our God," Jesus the Christ, was conceived in the womb 
by Mary, according to a dispeosalion of God, of the seed of David, 
but also of the Holy Spirit i"" and in chap. 19 (t, 57): "And hidden 
from the prioce of this world were the virginity of Mary and her child- 
bearing,"" In the Eame chapter the incarnation is regarded as ** God 
himself being manifested in human form for the renewal of eternal 
life,"" and in chap, jo the manner of Christ's geueratioo is taken to 
explain his being Son of man and Son of God,"* Ln Smyrn., chap. 
1 (If %b), there is perhaps as full a statement as any: "He was 
truly of the seed of David according to the flesh, and the Son of God 
according to the wiM and power of God. He was truly born of a vir- 
gin, was baptised by John, in order that all lighteotisnc&s might be ful- 
filled by him/"- 

YtoT^v Ma^£sians,ch.9ip. 11, we learn that the biith, passion, and reS' 

■*Tte ciCa-tions in parenthcEos lefer to the American nprinlaf the Edinborgli edi- 
tioQ of the AnU-JViicne FatAen. revised by A, C- Coxe, D.D. New York i Sctibncr, 
1899. 

*I(5HATxU5. £pktsianSt VIl, 3 : E& Jarp^t ttrru tia^tiKbi t* Jioi »«u*HtTKbi, ttfrn- 
tht fa' Lyirvryrot^ 4v saitxl y^ytt^Ki^t Btits^ iv tfa^dr^ ^fa^ dXi^iHj, kbI 4v Mapiai gat in 
P»D. The longer fcrsian fimpU&es thiai quctJDff, " For the Word was made fiesh,*' 

^Sec oIao Hfidy. 2.0, aoA. Trail.,ti. The loager Tcniou .impliHcs Cbia, quoting 
pari of the iDamanuel prophecy of Tsa^ 7 ; 14, 

^'JhiJ^i XIX, I s Sol t\a9*p T^» if^^iVT^ tdC bJ^mt 'fv^nu i^ irapBivta Md/rlair xaZ i 

'"Ibid,, XIX, 3 ; Q»i7 d.v&piMiiir\o% tpawetuH/ff^ivV eh Katr^r^a lU'ACdU fUr$i ' 

'* Ihid^ XX, 2 -. h Itj^oQ XpaiYj t^ jnr& fipxa iti yhom AafiiB^ r^ i/lQ ^rfffnirrttV 

Kil uii^ dtoC K. r. \. 

'^lo^ATlua, Smym.^ Xi 6Xii&^ Jlpru it 7^«>vi ^adtt Hard rd^na, vli^ ^3 JwrA 

fffkii/ux fal Iti^aiur 0soQ leyfnuidvof dX'^B^ In vapd^row, pf^rrurfUnw itrt 'itfdFjmf 
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urrection constitute n thci ol vitiil items in the Christian Eaith ; and an 
odd passage in Trail., chap. 9, speilts oE '* Jesus Christ who was Eroni 
the race of Davids who was the son of Mar}'."^ 

From the spurious maierial one may learn somelhing ol the 
trend and extent which the more inventive Christian literature aooQ 
assumed in order to combat Doceticism, Palnpissianism, and various 
forms o£ the Gnostic heresy. From the material cited and quoted 
above at least the outstanding features of Ignatius's belief touching 
the virgin birth may be ascertained. He believed (1) that Christ 
was conceived in the womb of Mary: {1) that part o£ him was 
composed of flesh and part cf spirit ; (3) the former generate, the latter 
ingeneratej (4) the former derived of Mary, the latter of God; (sjthat 
he was of Davidic descent ; (6) that his mother was a virgin ; and (7) 
that the fact of her as a virgin bearing a child was* with some other 
essential Christian truths^ hidden from the prince of this worlds 

It will be seen that^ while this statement of the matter is unphilo- 
sophical, it Is nevertheless not so simple as that contained in Matt. 
1 : 1 8-35 and Luke 1 : 26—38. There the thought is that the Spirit or 
Power of God coming upon Mary causes her to r:cnceive direcrly imd 
apart from any agency; and^ whiie it ia true that Luke i: 35 points out 
a consequent characteristic of the son to be burn, it by no means goes 
so far as to afhrm the dual nature of Christ upon the basis of the 
announced miraculous conception. 

In concluding this study of Igiiatius, it is iuLporianl to point out 
(t ) what are his sources, (2) what was his understanding of them, and 
(3) what increment he makes to the study; and this order of summary 
will be adiiered to in the case of each writer with whom we have to deal. 

1. In so far ^ Ignatius reproduces or uses the story of the virgin 
birth or of the infancy, he shows no knowledge of any events or facta 
beyond those contained in the canonical gospels. Here, as uniformly 
in his writings, the facts are accounted for by his use of a gospel cor- 
responding to our Matthew, unless he also reflects, as shall be pointed 
out, something of the influence of the Johannine prologue. His 
emphasis upon the star in E^h., chap, ig, is only a rhetorical adorn- 
ment of what is in the Matth^an sourcc- 

2. It is very clear that Ignatius makes the dual parentage the basis 
of the dual nature of Jesus ; and it is almost as clear that he predicates 
pre-existence for the divine element in the nature of Jesus. His 
representation of the matter is not thoroughly uniform, howev'er, for 

■SICKATIUS, TniL. IX ; toO iic itvout Ab^I*, rot /»: Mfl^faf. 
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In Eph., chap. iS (I, 57), he seems to represent the creation of a 
new being, as do Marchew and Luke, while over against Ehis muse be 
placed the Lhought of Eph.^ chap. 7 (I, 52) and chap, 19 (1, 57), where 
the tdea of the divine ^Lnd increatc one being manifested in human 
form argues some sort of a pre-cNislence doctrine, based possibJy upoa 
th& teaching oi the fourth gospel, 

3. This very hint of the presence and influence of teaching sinDilar 
to that of John^s piologue, aod Ignatias's rather iriless and unstudied 
atalcrocnt of it in a way which modifies the arnoplic accounts of the 
virgin birth, constitute a new clement in the study, and one which is 
no less important than his advance upon the infancy sections them- 
selves, when he makes the dnal nature cf Jesus dependent upon his 
dual parentage. Ignatius also gives evidence of an incipient a[X)ln- 
getic or polemic cast in such a passage as Smyrn.. chap. 4. whcfC be 
cuts the ground from under those who would say augbt agaicat the 
peculiar manner of Jesus' birth and similarly vital doctrines of 
Christianiiy^ by saying virtually that these matters have been hidden 
from Salan, and consequently from them, his followers. Also in 
7>ff/A, chap. 9, his emphasis upon the fact** that Jesus Christ "was 
tritly born and did eat and drink ^' indicates the unwclcomcd e^tistence 
o( some form of Docetic doctrine, 

IJ. AKiSTmES {Apology presented 10 Ciesar Titus Hadrianus 
Antoninus, 138A. D., or shortly thereafter). The statement in the 
previous section thai, with the exception of Ignatius, the apostolic 
Fathers preserve a uniform silence regarding the virgin bErth hardly 
needed the qualification there given- Ln the second chapter of the 
Apology (rx, 265) the Syriac, in defining the Christian theology or 
philosophy as distinct from that of the Barbarians (Egyptians), Greeks, 
and Jews, says: '* And it is said that God came down from heaven, and 
from a Hebrew virgin assumed and clothed himself with Hesh ; and the 
Son of God lived in a daughter of naan, Tb^s is taught in the gospel, 
as it Is called, which a short lime ago was preached among them/"' 

XaI;^ >BfJif ^tai U^'jg ^-^l7°i -1n_14? oii-s i^^f Zp^^ ^Jm:*? Ji-EOA 
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The Syriac version gives evidence oi being an early and expansive 
paraphrase of the geruine Greek tevt^ Although the passage here 
quoted has nothing corresponding to it in the Greek, it no doubt 
represents an early second-century and possibly An tiochian belief. la 
tracing the doctrine of the virgin birth, this Syriac document is to be 
fldcnitted in evidence, but the interrogation point as to exact date 
must be retained- Now, this Syriac interpolation states three things : 
(i) that God came down from heaven and took hi^ abode in a Hebrew 
virgin from whom he assumed flesh ; (z) that in this state he is the 
Son of God; and (3) that this belieE is ft part of the gospel recently 
preached among the Christians, 

I. It ia clear that Aristides used John and Matthew or Lute, 

1. He stales Ihc pre-existence as deity of him who was born of 
Maty, and who, being born of Mary, (s also Son of God ; but he 
nowhere indicates how be relates these two conceptions to each other. 
The virgin birlh is distinctly an incarnation. 

3. This is a decided divergence from the two synoptic accounts, 
and also an advance upon, and an alteration of^ the teaching of John, 
which seta forth an incarnation of the Word. What was dimly present 
in Ignatius became clearly defined in AristideBt who attempted to fuse 
a misinterpretation o£ the philosophy of John's prologue with the 
story of the miraculous birth in the first and third gospels. Thus 
Arl.stidea denataralized the birth beyond what is taught in the gospels 
or in Ignatius- 

HL Justin Martvr^ (about 110-66 A. D.), The extant mate- 
nal of Justin bearing on the virgin birth is found, with one excep- 
tion, in his first Apology and in the Diaiogttf ittiih Trypha. The genu- 
ineness of these works is praeticatly beyond doubt ; and the fragment 
on the Resurrection, from which the only other reference is taken, 
canngtr I think, be proved spurious. It has seemed best to deal with 
this rather voluminous material under nve heads: (1) we shall con- 
sider those passages which state the fact of the virgin birth, and insepa- 
rably connected with [hese we shall find certain phrases or clauses 
expressing the purpose of this kind of birth; (2) we ahall notice the 
problems with which Trypho the Jew confronts such a theory ; (3) the 
use of Greek theology or mythology ; (4) Justin's appeal to and use of 
prophecy; (5) we shall note some concessions granted by this eminent 
champion of the Christian faith. 

■"Sec Texts and Stadies. Vol. I, No- [. 

-•EuaaHiua, CkHnk History, Bwka LV, VUI. XO, XVl-XVIIh 
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t. The passaf^es wbicli make the simple statement thai he was born 
oE a virgin by the power of God are i Apology^ \, 32 (I^ i74)j 46 (1» 
17S); Dialogue, 23 (l, aoC), 105 (1,251). H3 (Ii ^SS)^ and i?? (I, 263). 
Those vhich add some expression as to the purpose of the virgin birth 
are: Apol., 1,63 (1, 184), *' tor the salvatior of those who believe on 
hlmj" DiaL^ 45 (I, 217), to destroy the "serpent" and his angels, to 
disdain deith, and to finally do awa.y with it; and Dial., 100(1^249), 
containing an, explanation o\ the term "Son of man," because of 
Jcsua' birth by Mary or hia descent from Adam through Mary; also a 
statement of the purpose as follows: 

He became man by the Virgin in order that the disobedience which pro- 
ceeded from the Bcrpent might receive lis deatniclion lii the same manner in 
which it derived its origin^ For Eve, who was a virgin^ and undefiled, having 
conceived the word of the serpent, brought forth disobedi en ce and death. But 
the virgin Mary received faith and Joy when the angd Gabriel announced the 
good tiding? to h^r ihat the Spirit of iYie Lord would come upon her and the 
power of the Highest would overshadow her; wherefore the holy thing 
begoUen of her is the Son of God ; and she replied, Be it unto me according 
to thy M'otd. And by her has he been born 10 whom we have proved so 
many scriptureE refer* and t>y whom God destroys both the serpent and those 
angels and men who are like him; but works deliverance from death to those 
who repent of their wickedness and believe upon him.** 

This antithesis of the work of Mary to that of Eve is met with 
here for the first time. It 13 a favorite theme with the Fathers, how- 
ever, and will reappear frequently in more elaborate Eorm,^ 

2. The problems raised by Trypho are twofold : (i) the distinctively 
Jewish difficulty of bow there can be anoiher god besides the maker of 
all things, chap, 50 (L, z2o), and (2) the diiiEiculty of showing that this 

3*J(rsTIH MAarvK, I}ialogUi ctam Tryphone Judaeo, C; Eal 3t^ t^i UapQinv 
Jftfpcinro? ytyair^fai, Ua rat Si' fi &&oG -ij dirAioS 6^tirt raptLicoi} TTjr d^x^>''^ri^, ralSia 
ra^T^s Tijt cSoO koI KorAXiiiriP \d^-g, UapSiiin yV o^s-* EU« netl A/fiBof^Sf r6r y^iyoy rAv 

Mopfa 4 napdivK, fEu^^AifiJU^rau i^f^V Vo-^piTj^ d»^lr, Sri JXttCiia Kvpioii ^^ 0^*41- 

mrai otrroi, Tfpl at Tdc roaa^it TpaipAv dreflflfrLiifr a^cr^', St' oO & 6Av t6v t 6ifiiu 
ml raiv dffDiuS^irrai i-^^Xfitii kaI dfBpi^Tovt taroMtL 'AraWay^n W toO Oetvirtv roit 
mrrryiyi^KOvatr dir& rQr ^a6\\^v icat irurTt^QvtfiP eli aArfrf ipyiS'vrai^ 

1' There is a spurious puaage, " KcEutreclian/^ 3 (1,395), which Etales from the 
a&ceLic ^landpuiat ihe purpose ci[ Chrisi'a ijcculiar binli : "AnJ our Lord Jesus Chrltt 
wflft bom ol a virgin, for no oChrr rciisnn ihan that he might dptlroy the begetting by 
lawless desire, and might show to the rulera thnt tbe formttlion <if niin tm posaibtc 
10 God wilhout buman ictervention.'* 
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srcond prc-ciisteEt God submitted lo be born of a virgin, chaps. 50, C3 
(1, 32S), and chap. 68 (I, 252). The Jews expected that when their 
Christ came he would be ** man bom of men." In answer to these 
two objeclions, Justin makes an appeal to the prophecy purporting to 
relate to John the Baptist and the two advents of Christ; and, to 
establish his pre-eKistence and divinity, makes use of the acconnt of 
how God (who was not God the Father) appeared to Moses and other 
Hebrew patrjarchsf a^nd of how the plural oE the deity is used in the 
account of creation. Trypho is, accordiHf^ to Justin's account, con- 
vinced on the first point more easf[y than a modem reader would be, 
but on the second he maintains his ground in spite of iht apologist^s 
use of Isa. 53:S ; Ps. tio ;3, 4; and the Immanuel passage, Isa. 7 -. 10— 
17- He prefers to think with the Ebionites of a thoroughly human 
Jesus, who, a Christ at all, was made so by the descent of the Spirit of 
God upon him, 

3. The passages which make use of the argument from Greek 
mythology fall into two classes : (1) those which favor the virgin birth 
on the basis of the Greek parallels ; and (2) those which emphasize 
the distinction between the Christian story and Chose ot the Greeks^ 
showing to advantage the chaste and exalted nature of the former. 
Passages of the Hist sort are Apol.t J, ai and 22 (1, 170) : 

And when wc say that the Wurd who is the firstbirth (firstborn) of God 
was produced witht^ut sexual vrnion . . . . wepropound nothing diEferent from 
vhai yiiu believe regarding those whom you esteemed sons of Jupiier. For 
you know how maay sons joar esteemed wriiers aBCribe to Jupiter,** And 
if we a^^ert that the Ward of Gcid was tiorn of God in a peculiar manner^ 
different from ordinary gCDCration^ let this, as said above, be no CJLtraordioary 

thing to you, who say that Mercury is the angelic word o£ God And \i 

wc afSnn that he was tx)m of a virgin, accept this in common with what you 
accept of Perseus, 

But it should be noted that in chap, 67 Trypho maintaiDS that 
Justin should be ashamed ot propounding a story similar to that of 
the mythology regarding Perseus, So that the parallel to Greek 
mythology is in Trypho's estimation a farther condemnation of the 
virgin-birth story. A little farther on, DiaL^ chap. 70 (I, Z34). Justin 
makes a very ingenious turn of the mythological argument, assert- 
ing that these Greek stories were concocted by Satan, thesimuUtor, on 
the basis of the prophecies that foretold the virgin birth. M^g^ ■■ '* And 

^ ], 'i\-- T^ hi irni rfrr AA^oi', & itrrt vpGrrav ytun^^a raii BtoC, Airtv tTitii.ilanpAtTMii' 

4^utf ■*i^tr^<r&tLi OLi rsp^ toe^t rap' vijav yt^oftifavt vlo^j r^ AiZ natrit n ifiipofAtw, 

llAaaui vAp i/loiii ^fdrnQnai Toi) AiAi al nnp' itiZf Ti^iA^iexN ffi/yrpi^rs iiriffrttedt. 



2K 



when 1 hear, Trypho, said I, that Perseus was begotten oE a vjrgin» I 
understand that the deceiving serpenr counterfeited also this-" = 
The outstandiug passage which differentiates the Christian from the 
heathen stories is ApoL, I^ 33 (I, 174): 

But lest scrmc, not undeistatiding Che prophecy now cited, should charge 
u& with tbe very things we have been laying to the charge of the poets, who 
say thai Jupiter went in to women through !ust< lel us try to explain the 
words- This, then, "Behold a virgin shall conceive," signifies that a virgin 
should conceive wiihout intercourse; for if she had had intercourse with any- 
one whatever, she was no longer a virgin: hue the Power of God having 
come upon the virgin, overshadowed her, and caused her whiJe yet a virgin to 
conceive. And the angel of God who was sent to this same virgin at ihe 
same omebrpught hergood news, saying, *'B«hold,€lc, . . , ," Iciswrong, 
therefore, to understand the Spirit and the Power oE God as anything else 
than the Woid, who 13 also the first-born of God, aa the aforesaid prophet 
Moses declared; and it was this which, when it came optin the virgin and 
overshadowed her, caused her to conceive, not by intercourse, but by powcr.^ 

Certainly this passage malces for a high appreciation uf Justin's 
insight aod discretion. He draws from Luke and interprets him cor- 
rectly, rigidly excluding any idea of inter cotirse. He repudiates 
Greek mythology as being in any way his own explanation of the vir- 
gin birth, although he has used it ns an argumfntuftt ad httmitffm to 
silence the inconsistent carpings of his gentile opponents. Moreover, 
the Spirit, the Power, the Word, and the Son of God are for him ayn- 
onymoua terms, and upon this basis he attempts an ingenious harmony 
of John and Luke. Justin's repudiation of the Greek mythological 
eiplanation is one of the most creditable elements in his apology 
touching the virgin birth. Whether the Christian conception be right 
or not, Justin has, in so far as he represents the early second -century 
thought, treed it from the grossness of similar heathen stories, and has 

^^"Circin 0^ tt^ TCW1 i/,ij vo-^ari^ -rilir vt5iikanLiyi}if TpapTfTiiai'. iytakiowaif ij^flu Hwip 

cvni^iac&t^ay rfiv ^mutSifQW trtXha^it'. E^ 'y&p ^ir\/i!ovcidff6T} ijxii ArouoOf. cUs in lit 
■Vftp^t^fai. dXX^ SOtapit t^H ive\tiaiifra r^ rapH^vif ivfrridaftfir airrijD^ aat mw^p^Tiii 
wapfffro" ahrav wmltjn. Eat A A^frurro^^tlt Si irpi^ *vrJj»' rijf -wnpGinn* jtqt' tatit^ tbu 
mmpoQ ffyvf^K Qmi. ei>*rrTf>i(TarD ^^v fbr'Jiy- "Ifloi . . . . Tft Emittfl of*' noX r^t 
^vflfUb T^D TOfiD To» BviC o^&iv SXXo Mt^tu B^jiis, f ^^^ S.ftfov^ tt tal r^tarifTOKo^ rt^ 9Hfi 

Koi iriaiadA^ap 06 5iA trvrcujlai, d\\d AtiL ivyii^tKtt tjii^tiarT, wLr^njirB, 

35 



86 



HI3TOBI0AL AND LIW&UI8TI0 STUDIES 



preserved in Ms own more explicit language much of the chaste 
quality o£ the gospel narra^Livcs themselves. No part oi bis apology la 
more SLtne than this, unless, indeed, i( be the concessions which, for 
the practical purpose oE winnLDg Trypho and men of his kiDd, he is 
willing to ira.ke. 

4. Justin makes a large and questionable use of prophecy. As 
would be expected, Lhe chief appeal is to the Immanuel passage in 
Isa., chap, 7, but there ia also a reference to '*Who ahall declare his 
generation" (Isa.r chap, 53), and a peculia^r use of Gen. 49; ti: 
^'He hath wd.shed his garD:ienU in wine and hU vesture in the blood of 
grapes." 

In Ajnri., i, 33 (J, 174)* Justin asserts that the prophecy (predic- 
tion) was made in order to strengthen the faith of those who should 
see its fulfilment, and insists that the term "virgin" {irap6im<:) precludes 
the pOBsibility of intercourse In the generation of the child referred to. 
In /Jia/"., chaps, 42 (I, z 16), 66 (I, 331), 71 (I, 334)1 and 84 (I, 341), he 
recognises and denies the Jewish contention that the prophecy refers 
to Hc^ekiah and that the term (LXX : ij Tra,p9ivoi) used in the 
prophecy means simply a young woman. Het&kes up the more con- 
fitrncEive part o( his argument in chaps, 77 and 78 (I, 237, 238), 
By a somewhat minute and decidedly parabolic interpretation, he 
attempts to show that the prophecy refers to Christ rather than to Heze- 
kiah- This predictive scripture called Herod king of Assyria because 
of hiij ungodly character. Christ, before he was eld enough to call 
father or mother, received the power of Damascus through the magi 
who came with their gifts from Arabia; while Samaria represents the 
power of the demon, to whom prior to the birth of Christ lhe magi 
were in bondage. Thus in the birth of Christ alone the other specific 
predictions of the prophecy are notably fulfilled, and therefore 
strengthen the argument for the foretold virgin birth. It is pointed 
out, further, in Ziial., chap, S4 (I, 241), that it would have been no 
sign at all if the child referred to had been boro by ordinary genera* 
tion, and that the peculiar manner of birth is in keeping with the 
creative function of the Word of God, who made Eve from Adam's 
rib, and in the beginning created all liiing beings apart from parentage. 

Leaving the Immanuel passage, we luay gel further light as to 
Justin^s use of Scripture from the following quotations. Dial., chap. 
54 (I, aaa): 

That the Scripture rncniions the blood of the grape (Gen. igruj has 
been evidently designed bec£.use Christ derives blocdi not from the seed of 



27 



man, but from ibc powcT of God. For as God, and not man, has protJuced 
the blood of the viae, so aJso (ibc Scripture) has predicted Ihai the blood of 
Christ would be, uot of the seed oE man, bat of the power of God, But thU 
prnpbcty, sirs, which I repeal, proves that Christ is not man of men, be^tea 
in ihc ordiAary course of huinanity>3< 

The passage then vbifh !sa.i3h records, "Who shall declare his genera- 
tion ? For his life is taken from the caitb," doca it not appear to you to icfer 
to one who, not hiving descent from man, Vp^as said to be delivered over to 
death by God, foi ibc Iransgrcasions of Ihe people ? Of vrbose blood, Mosca, 
when speaking in parable, said that he would wash bis garments in the blood of 
the grape ; since bis blood did nut spring from the seed of man, but from the 
will of God, And (hen what is said by David iP&, 110:3) ; ^^ ^^^ splendors 
of thy holiness have I begotten thee from the womb, before the morning star. 
The Lord hath avrom and will uot repent. Thou art & priest forever^ after 
the order of Melchiiedek. Does this not declare to you that (he was) from 
of old, and that the God and Father of all things intended him 10 be begot- 
ten by a huraajx womb ? ** 

Perhaps no comment need be made upon Justin's use of Scripture, 
It 15 very evident that the New Testament narratives had not in his 
time obtained for themselves the standing of the Old Testament wril- 
Id^ ; therefore he felt the necessity of basing his Apology upon the 
ancient, authoritative, and ** inspired " Scripture. The violence of his 
interpretation was not violetice in those days, but rather ingenuity, 
ability, and "spiritual," rather than historical, insight- The ^nal 
impression left upon the mind of rhe reader, however, \% that of respect 
for the interpretative method of Trypho and the Jewish school, and of 
regret that the great Greek apologist for the Christian faith should be so 
^r afield from a just and historical interpretation of Lhe Old Tcstament- 

aZfm fiJkf tyio, h X^i^r^ off i\ Aii&p^axj tnr^piuLTDj, dW' ^k t^ toD ff»D Sifnf^tfvr, *Qv 
^pifroQ aJfta oim 4i Aj'&ptjnrtt'jv yiwovt tirtffSiii, i\\' it 6viQ ffirpdjicw, vpoe^^E^ircp, H Sf 

^l^ioffue^ cbBp. 63 (I, 3zS, 230); ^'TJ^i' yti^ir a6r^ r(c 0'i]7i^eraij 0ri alfitrm 
iirJ tSi t5* ft J^i aGrvZ," a6 SoKtZaob )\e\ix6(H ^i o^» f^ i\'0pihrait fx"*^** ^^ T^wi rtO 
0ii Tdf dnfdai taD \aoD ^1 Sdixnof rvtaAtlOitrdai ttpynxfuaf irrb toi? BtoO; rtfil tt Kat 

irXi^U' l^ift *^r i*i^ afiUaToi adroO ovk i^ drdtmrvfiov Trfy/iATts yt-ftrr^t'^fOir, liXX^ in 
ft^^*MiT« Ottfi>. Kfti ri >T* Ao^l^ tlpTip,iva. '' 'Bf rats Xa^iffl^Tjfft rSrv d^iiav cou iu 
'^tUTTflAt vpA iiiuriJt6pou iytuprjffA at. ilfioirf Kfifliov nal b6 ^trr afiArj ff^fftrai. a^ lepfis 
els T^if aiC/pa carA T^f ri^iw UrXxu^'Uif/^ o^ aijpAtra b/ttw Srt irtf^tv, ned Sik yaffTft^ 



28 



HtSTO&lOAL AND LiHamSXiC fiTEDlBa 



5. But it is aol as if the scriptural argument were the whole of 
Justin's Apology, and represented the sum total of his thought regard- 
ing the virgin birth. Aa ha5 been already iQdj[:atedT he shans himself 
perhaps wiser in his concessions than in his assertions. It is true that 
these concesEions are demanded by Trypbo^ chaps. 67 (1, 231) and 49 
(I, 9ig)r who tries to pitt Jufilin to shame for upholding a story similar 
to that of the birth of Perseus from Danae^ 

And you ought tf> feel a-shamed when you make ai^enions similar lo 
theirs, and rather should say that this Jc^us wa.a bom maa of men. And if 
you prove from the Scriptures tb^t he is the Christ, md that on account of 
having led a life conformed lo the law and perfect, he deserved the honor 
of bdtig elected to be Christj (it is well) ; but do not venture to lelt mouBtrous 
phenomena, lest you be convicted of talking foolishly like Ibe Greeks. •" 

It was probably in reply to such demands as this that Justin found 
it possible to separate the question of the divinity of Christ from that 
of the manner of his birth, and to fall back upon the character and 
ability of Jesus as a more tenable apologetic ground than that of his 
peculiar generation. Af>oi., i. as (1, 170} : 

Moreover, Ibc Son of God, called Jesus, even if only a man by ordinary 
[generation], yet on account of his wisdom is worthy to be called the Son of 
God; for all writers call God the Father of men ojid gods,^ 

In chap. 48 (I, ziq) there la another very remarkable passage of 
concession, and one which indicates that in Justin's time there were 
Christians who, if hi£ judgment was at all representative, were in good 
standing among their brethren, while denying the miraculous and 
asserting the full natural birth of Christ : 

Now assuredly, Trypho, T continued, that this man is the Christ of God 
docs not fail, though 1 be unable to prove that he existed formerly as Son of 
the Malcer of all things, being God, and was bom man by the virgin. But 
since I have certainly proved that this man is the Christ of God. whoeveE he 
be, even if 1 do not prove that he pre-existed, and submitted to be bom a 
man oE like passions with us, having a body according to the Father's will ; 
in this last matter alone it is just to say that 1 have erred, and not to deny 
that he is the Christ, though it should appear that be was born man of man, 

^? 67 : Kal viUr'ii ih, ai^d intinu Vydjtes, aiStu/doi dtfttiTitrt, Kal uiWv SyBpamn/ 
4^ Ai'tfpi^/iji' ftiitijtiM\' h^yfit Tfiir Ititrabit toDtop. koI JAv AiroSfLrrurf dT^ ruip Vpc^fi^fy 

^ 23 1 Tiir Si Srov d IijtfOirT Xtybftvoi, d Kid koipi^-s /iivo" ArSpiiuroiy SiA d-D^/ap dfiAi 
ddi 0aiQ UyEtj-^DL TiaTipti fAp Ir&pvir rt QtC/r rf initrffi vaTtpti^ii rip Bebr cakawtf. 
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and it js proved ihai he became Christ by election. For there are some, my 
friends, I e^id, of our ta.ce, who admit that he ie Christ, while holding him to 
he man at men : Vfiih wLimi I da nut ^gree, nur woiili 1h even thuuj^h most 
of those who have the same opinions as myself should say bo ; &ince wc were 
enjoined by Christ himself to put no faith in human dnctrines, hut those pro- 
daimed by the blessed prophets and Uught by hiniself. '^ 

To suujLuariie the tcjtdiing of Juatii^ Martyr very briefly, we would 
say that he looked upon the virgin birth of the pre-existent Word as aa 
important factor m securing the salvation of believers and the destruc- 
tton of Satan, disobedience, and death. Justin was acquainted with 
the Logos doctrine of the fourth gospel, but was confused in hia 
tUoaght concerning the Spirit, the Power, and the Word* all of which 
were to hina terms for the firat-born of God, ApoL, I, 33 (I, 174); his 
idea is distinctly that of an incarnation. He regaided Mary^s function 
tor the race as in some sense the antithesis ot that of the disobedient 
Eve. The Old Testament narrative proved the pre-existence of Christ, 
the Word, and clearly predicted his peculiar birlh. Those who 
accepted Greek mythology had no right to hesitate at the Christian 
story of the virgin birth, since Satan foresaw this story in prophecy 
and counterfeited it in the Greek mythology, and since the Christian 
story is free from all the grossness of the Greek myths. Bui^ after all, 
the belief that Jesus is the Christ, the Son of God, may be established 
by appeal to his ability, cha.racter, and his consequent election by God, 
as some Christians maintain, rather than upon his miraculous birth j 
although Justin is by no means willing to accept this opinion for him- 
self. 

I. Justin (Dial., chap. 7S) Is the first to give evidence of the 
presence and use of an extra -canonical source. The mention of the 
birth ot JesUE in a cave near Bethlehem indicates Justin's knowledge 
of some such material as is contained in the protevangelium of 

iojia 6 ^piinti u ^au Sfoii^ Smu dEtoe toTat, O-v Si fi-ij diroSmcy^iJi iht wpibtf^px^ 
tal y^/iiyjO^i'ai Ai/lffnoTOi d^toiciTadfjT ^^^1 sdpica f%w*', jfari ri}0 roV Ilarpif ^oif\i}v 
irrifaii^'', ir ro^ifi TtrXay^aSai fxr ^tov X^cip Attaiof, AW^ n*j AprtTirSat Sri lylr&r 
4anf 6 S-purrhiy Mr tf's.iyijrai un S}'dpi/iroi f^ dtfdpiS/ru? teyr/fdii^ mi ^4^071} ftyfiptevii th 
rtn XfiurTbb that diroSfiic\'iT)rai. Kal yip flffi rtwfi, ti 'plXrrt, Arvot, dir* toB ijixfT^poj 
^^KfLT A^ia\a'r{|CrTn &i^fd» KptiT^^lir Eleat, ^vSpurot S^ ^( &if9ptiTiiif ywviiitpof A.troipaihb- 

A.rBptirweloi^ BiAiffiaiti cFirfXniwt^ iir' ar^o^ ra6 '^ipuTTO^ ttLOe^diUi dXXd TOt( fi^ f^ 
iitxtplt/i' rpoipTjTVi' iTipvx^tifi Ktd 0e^ a&rev iiSax.^^^ 
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Jamea,^ But the remEirkable Enct is tha.tT if such a gospel were in exist- 
ence snd known to Justin, it should have failed to in^uence his view of 
the virgin birth and should have supplanted or colored in so small a 
degree his reflection of the canonical infancy stories. His use of the 
canonical stories is clearly evidenced in such passages as ApoL, J* 33 
(I»i74); Dial.^ chaps. 78 (I, 237, 23S) and 100 (T, Z49);" while ApoL, 
I, 30^ indicates that he had a knowledge of both Matthew and Luke. 
That he was acqiiainied with some extra' canonical source is to be 
granted, but, aL (he same lime, the absence of any real or significant 
influence of &ach a source is of considerable importance. 

z. Justin's idea of the virgin birth is that of the incarnation (by 
fiuch a process as is described in Luke) of the Son of God^ who was 
indeed God and who with the Father constituted a sort of ditheism*" 
in the heavenly world prior to incarnation. 

3. From the foregoing it will be lieen that Justin's contribution is 
in the dircctiot) of a schen:atic understanding of the virgin birth, and 
that his attempt 13 harm on is tic, not only in the matter o£ combinmg, 
as far as possible, the Johannine and Che Lucan representations, as a. 
whole, but in identifying the '^Spirit" and "Power" In Luke with 
Ibe "Word" in John, and all of these with the "Son of God/' 
whom he considers to be none other than God. His view is decid- 
edly that of an incarnation; and in this he agrees with Aristides, 
but goes beyond him in the attempt to harmonize the facts with this 
view. 

TV. Tatian (about 110-72 A. D.}. Tatian's writings have very 
largely perished, possibly because of the church's disapproval of his 
teaching. In his address to the Greeks, chap. ^T (II, 74), we have 
the nearest approach to a theory of the virgin birth: 

We do Dot act as foals, O Greeks, nor utier idle tales, when we announce 



*Thfl EtalcQcnt in the same passage that the mogi ciLme froTti Arabia secniE to 
embody a tradition more specific thau the ttory oi MaLlhen^or it mnybc Juatin'a inter' 
pratalioD of ''from the East." The fxtani apocryphal go^pel^ make no mention of 
such «■ fact. 

••*C{ifi9iK\^\,Qittili der KijtdkiUse^sch. /fja, pp. 12& ff., enaeavors to magrify 
JuEtin's Dse of extra -caaonical Eourcea, cfipeciallj h]& uge cif ihe goaptl oE Jniuts, and 
upon Ihc basis of ApoL, \, 33, an *A i.irofxyqtiar^a,rTiS rirrn ri irtpi roC ffur^/wi ^^dr 
"liTtfoO XpiiTToD tZLhaitxv. cnncludes that, accoidlag to his own words, Justin used more 
thaa one gQ^pel oE the childhood. 

'^ Op the other hand, Jmlia'a unequivocal statement of Jewish moDotheisu le 
seen in DiaLyChxpi. u, J]4t 127 ; also in 4^^ I, 12. 61, and Apol.. I J, 6> 

30 



THE VIRGIN BlfiTH 



31 



rhat God was br>m in the form o£ a man. I call on you vbo reproach as to 
coroparc your mythical accounts with our narratiou," 

AlihoTigh this is not eiacily to the point, it seems to be an echo of 
the famihar aig^uzDcnt oE bis teacher Justin. The gcncaiogical tables 
arc omitted" from his Diat^ssaran (IX, 44, 45), bal the account of the 
virgin birth is faithhjlly reproduced from Matthew and Luke. 

Thus, while the evidence from Tatian is very meager, il is perhaps 
sufficient to warrant ]he conclusion that, at the time of his writing the 
address to the Greeks, and also at the time of the coTUpilatlon of bis 
harmony, he was in accord with the narratives in the infancy sections 
of the gospeb, nnd probably shared largely m the apologetic position 
of Justin Martyr, 

V, Melito (bishop of Sardis, 160-77 A, D.) has four brief refer- 
ences to the virgin birth that are preserved to us. These assert the 
prc-cxistencc of Jesus without bodily form, and that, though he was 
'^ arrayed in the nature of his Father, '^ he was carried in the womb of 
the vitgin and assumed a bodily form from her. I}iscourse on ifu 
Ooss, chap- j(Viri, 756). on Faith, ehaps. 4 and 5 (VTII, 757). The 
reference in the Disioune on Paiih, chap. 4^ is a striking example of 
the attempted harmony of the Johannine prologue with a combination 
ol the infancy stories of Matthew and Luke. No extra- canonical 
influence is discemibleT and the contribution of Melito is without par- 
ticular significance. 

VL Ihen-*;us (about lao-zoa A- D.). With IrenEcus we pass from 
the field of apologetics 10 thai of polemics. Justin Martyr was abie to 
get along on [riendl5" terms with his EellowChristians who believed in 
the natural generation of Jesus. This may have been due to the toler- 
ant spirit of Justin, or to one or both of two other facts, viz., the com- 
paralive unimportance of the doctrine of the virgin birth in the church 
at largCt and, what is quite probablCf the comparative moderation of 
those who took occasion to deviate in some respect from the estab- 
lished belief. But in the time of Iren^us the doctrine had become so 
rigid and was thought to be freighted with so weighty theological 
consequences, and, moreover, its various classes of opponents had 
become so strong and so odious to the orthodox majority, that the 

"ThiE to disprove the deaceiH of Jefius from Darid. See Tweodoret, //flfrri 
/o^M I, zo. 
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defender oF Christianity was forced to direct his energies agalQfit th«in. 
rather than against the outside world/* 

Thts IrenKus did with no sparing hand, and so diligent was he In 
meeting the Gnostics at every turn in Lheir mystic and estravagant 
vagaries, so persistent in his appeal to che law, the prophets, and the 
New Testa-ment writings, and so conscientious in emphasizing the vital 
deductions which he thought to rest upon the doctrine of the virgin 
birthj that we are indebted tn him for both a large amount of material 
on the queaiioQ And almost proportionate light. 

Fiom an inductive study this material finally fills into a threefold 
division, which, with the ordinary cKceptions due to such a method, will 
best serve to present the status of the doctrine in the time of Irenieus. 
We shall endeavor to give, first, a statement of the various views held, 
includtnjr, as far as we aie able to interpret it, that of the Gnostics. In 
the second division IrenEcus's appeal to Scripture will be presented; and 
in the third, the more distinctively theological argument and deductions. 

I. The doctrine is stated or denied in a great variety of forms, the 
most difficult being that of the Gnostics produced in their attempt to 
keep Christ utterly free from the pollution of [ahetenily evil flesh, and 
S.130 to Iceep God the Father from dealing directly with that which was 
human and therefore sinful. In Against Neresiffs, I, 7, § a [I, 555) ** it 
is stated that the Christ was produced by the Demiurge from a psychic 
(i/ru;(0£ov) nature, and that this Christ passed through Mary as water 
through a tube. Thus he was made in heaven of wholly supra-earthly 
substanci:, and suffered no pollution or alteration in his earthly advent- 
The continual aim of the Gnostics is thoroughly to denaturalize the 
conception, birth, and appearance of J^us, in order to preserve the 
divinely created Christ from inaierial contamination. In Agaimt Here- 
jfTJ.III, za, 2 (I, 454)p Ireoffius meets this theory in the following words: 

SuperHucus, too, in that case, ia bis descent iuCD Mary; for why did he 
con^e down into her if he weie to take nothing of her? Still further, if he 
had. taken nothing o£ Mary, he wauld never have availed himself ai ihoae 
kiads of food which arc derived from ihe eanh by which that body which hag 
been raken fTom the earih 15 nourished." 

A rather elaborate statement of the mediaries used by God in the 
formation and earthly bir^h of Christ is given in 1, 15, 3 (1, 339): 
"EusEBrus, Church Histery, Books V, XX, XXVL 
*' The dtstiuns io Uiis acttlQD. unices otherwise dc&ij^nalcd. arc from Ibis work. 

dirt 7^T tC\itMi^yai Trpociero Tpa^Av, At^ cDv t6 dr^ yiji 7vij06ii/ jpi^nai t}Q»a, 

as 



THE YIBGIN BIBTH 



33 



Tlic angel Gabriel took the place of Logos, the Holy Spirit thai of Zoc, 
Ibe Power of the Higtiest that of Anlhtopog, while the Virgio poinced out the 
place of Eccle&ia. Acid Lhus by a dispciisaiiuii there yr^A generated by Him 
through Mary that man whom, as he paBaed tbrougb the womb^ the Father 
of all chose to obtain the knowledge of Himself by means nf the Word.*' 

Here, as in many of the Gnostic utterances, it is difficuir to discover 
any clear and consistent conception lunning Lhrough the pa.ssage. 
This ii due to the studied coiniag oE terms and juggling with the 
same for the purpose of making: the Chnstinn system more of an awe- 
inspiring mystery, known only to the initiated. From the context, 
however, it seems that these Kons of the tetrad, viz., ^vS^ohtw, UkXjj' 
cri, Xoyoc, and ^iinj, produced the pre-existent Christ; and in order 
to have an eKax:t parallel in God's generation of Jesus through Mary, 
these agencies have fitting substitutes which carry out the divine will, 
viz,, Gabriel for koyos, the Holy Spirit for ^w^, the Power of the High- 
est for dv6ptvTrtn, and the virgin Mary for inxXtfirio. There is iu this 
scheme of substitution some show of reason^ Gabriel does with some 
fitness fill the place of the Word or messenger of God; the Holy Spidt, 
the place of the imparled divine Hfe; the Power of the Highest, the 
place of the natural generating ageocy, man \ and Mary, the place of 
the medium, the church, through which God comes among men. The 
scheme is inconsistent where it introduces the Word as imparting to 
Jesus In his passage through the wumb the knowledge of the Father- 
In 1,2 5, 'r Carpocrates*' and his followers "hold that Jesus was the 
son of Joseph and was just like other men, with the exception that he 
differed from them in this respect, that, inasmuch as his soul was 
steadfast and pure, he perfectly remembered those things which he had 
witnessed within the sphere of the unbegottcn God."*" Here one 
cannot escape the inference that Carpocmtes and his followers believed 
in the pre-eKistence of the sotils of all men. 

Further statements are found in four or five other passages which 
U is t^ccessaiy to incorporate in this section : 

^ Kai TflC W* Xi^t* aminrKijpvithtiA t^v tAto* -rbr Srfye^" Ta^^i^X, r^ Si Zta^i ri 
Shvt, pFteiit re A Knf' olKotK/ilap Si& r^t JfA.aplai 'yofirioi'pytiTai Trap' cii/r^ AvHpcmt St A 

«EusEEiU3, C^ttrcA J/u/ory, Books IV, VII. 

"Sm John 17 : 3. Iken^us, Omlro Ilatrests, I, 25, i ! "(Dicunt) \nv,m autem e 
Joseph natmu.cL cum siaiilia reliquls bominibus fuerit, distu±c & icIiqiuA accuudum id, 
quod anlTna eiu& fimia cX mundn cum rssfE. Commemorata fuerll quae vlea essent 
fiibi in ea clrcumltLtiaae quae huuet iugeniCD Dea." 
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I, 26. I (I, 352): "He [CerinthUE ^^] reprefiented Jesus as having not 
beea bom of a virgin, but as being the. son of Jnseph and Mary according to 
the ordinary course of human p^cneration, while he nevertheless was more 
righteous, prudent, and wise ihan other men."*" /did., 2: ■■ Those who are 
called Ebiooiiea agree that the world *as made by God ; but Iheir opinions 
with respect tn the Lord a»e similar to those of Cerinlhus and Carpoc fates /' ^ 
I, 27, I (1, 352): " Cerda , , . , taughuhat the Cud praclairncdby ihc la.w and 
the prophets wa5 not the father oE oar Lord Jesus Christ For the former 
was knowo. but the liLtci unknown ; while the one also was rLgbteoua^ but 
the other benevolent,"^ IV, 16, i (1,440): '* The Valenlinians ^s again main- 
tain that The dispensational Jesns was the same who passed through Mary, 
upon whom the Savior from the more exalted region descended.'*^ V, 19, 
2 Op 5^7)- "Others still despise the advent of Ihe Lord manifest [tn the 
Hfinaes], for they do not admit his inca-mation ; while others, ignoring the 
arrangement that he should be born of a virgin, maintain that he was 
begotten by Joseph.'*^^ 

The standard summary of heresies is to be foand in I, zz, 31 (I, 
347-53), where, beginning wiih Simon of Samaria, who held that God 
appeared among the Jews as Son, to the Sarnaritans as Father, and to 
other nations as the Holy Spirit, he passes on to mention nearly every 
phase of what he calls the " Lernaan hydra that was generated from 
the school of Valenliniis," Sitiirninus of Antioch In Syria held Ihat 
the Savror was without birth, body, or form, and was only by supposition 
a visible naan. Basilidcs tlioug;ht that Nous (tmi) was the first-born ol 
the unborn Father. Nov? is called Christ, and from him was born 
A^Jyoc. Christ appeared upon earth, wrought miracles, transformed 
himself as he pleased, was not in any way humilialed, defiled, or cruc^- 

I'EusERTiry, Ci. If.. Books III, XXVIII. 

3"Me&Liii] aut?m bubjecU non ex Vir^lne aaium (impusfiibile enlm hoe dviaiun 
etl)i fuiEse aulem Joseph et Mariae tiliiini liimililer ui reUqui omnes hnminei, et plu 
potuissc juabtiA et prudentia ct snpicalia ab hominibus." 

»"Qiu autem dicuntur Ehionaei ccbiieiihuiit quidem mundum a Ueo iaclumi ca 
aarcm, qiiac sudL cr^i DooLiaum, aoa simiUter ut Ccriatliiifl ft CarpQcratcs opinanlur.^' 

s* 'KipSwM , . , , WiJaJf ''*■ ^* '** t^f^f lotl jrpo4'j;rwf KCK^pirrfiJi^i' SeAy. ^Jj el»4 
warfpa raO nuphv iif/.Qv "I-rjiraO ^pitrroO t^i- iiir yAp TFupiftirffai t4j fU dyvflrrt efhu, ^lU 

SSEITSEBIUS, C. H^. BooltB IV, X, XI. 

s*"Qui BUtera a Valentino fiiint, Jfsum quidem. qui sit pt dlspositione, ipsom 
CBie, qui per MarJijm IranBierit in quern ill um d? superion Saivaloreni dp^cendiEEe ; 
qucm et Christum diti/' 

"*'Aiii ftulem muiifeBtum JtdYcntoTn Domini contenmant, incaniationem eiuEnou 

reclpicdtes: <ilti autem njr&uK ignorantes Virgims diapensatloacai ck JoKph dicunt 

cum denerituin." 
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ficd. CarpotraCcs beUeved Jesus to be the son of Joseph and Marjas 
above staled ; and many of the fcUc^wcrs of Basilides and Caipocrates, 
owing to their negation of the worth and aalvability of the body txtid 
thexT belief in salvation and tesuircctjon tor the soul only, became 
degraded into licentiousness and promiscuity. Cerialhus and the 
EbioQJtes^ agreed wilh Carpocrates as to the birth of Jesusn Cerdo 
enaphasiicd the fact that the falher of Jesua Christ was the unknown 
God and not he of the law and prophets. Mareioi^ accepted only the 
gospel of Luke, expunging therefrom the account of the generation of 
Jesus and other material offensive to the Gnostic taste. He created 
the epistles of Paul and prophecy in the sauie manner. The Encia- 
titcs were a product of the teaching of Saturninus and Marcion, but 
represented the CKtremely opposite result of that teaching which, 
springing from the same or it similar source^ culminated in licentious- 
ness; for the Encratites, holding to the inherent evil oE flesh and of 
human generation, practiced the most rigorous abstinence. Of this 
class was Tatian after the death of Justin Martyr, The Barbcliotes held 
that Barbclos, the eternal a^on who existed as a virgin spirit, created 
light and, anointing it, thus constituted the Ufarist. The Ophites and 
Sethians, while believing That Jesus was begotten of a virgin through 
the agency of Crod, and was therefore wiser, purer, and more righteous 
than all other men, held at the same lime that Jesus was only consti- 
tuted Christ by the descent of Christ united to Sophia (o-o^ia) into him. 
A more condensed summary ot the various beliefs touching the 
birth Is found in Iff, 1 1, 3 (1, 427): 

Sorne, however, moke the assertion that this diapensalional Jesus did 
become incarnate and suffered, whom they represent as having passed through 
Ma-iy juat aa water through a tube ; bat others flllc^c him to be the son of 
the Demiurge, upon whom the dispensational Jesus descended ; while otheta 
again say ihat Jesus was bom from Joseph and Maiy and that the Christ fiom 
above descended upon him, being without ti^h a.nd impassible. But accord- 
ing to the opinion of no oae of the heretics was the Word of God made 
flesh. For if anyone carefuliy examiDes the systems of them all, he will tind 
lbi»t the Word of God is brought in by them aU as not having become incar- 
nate (jm? camg) and impassible, as is also the Christ from above. Others 
consider him id have been manifested as n tr*nsfigured man, but they main- 
tain him to have been neither burn nor to have become incarnate; whilst 
otbere hold that he did not assume human form at all, bul that as a dove he 
did descend upon that Jesus who was born of Mary. Therefore the Lord's 

s* [t may be thaT Ibt Ebiootfes denied the Tirffin tarlh of Je*u« in order to main- 
Iftin his Diividic dcacaaL aa Meuiah. 
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disciple, pointing them all out as false witnesses, says, And the Word was 
made Qeab and dwell ajnoDg as." 

In ihis passage five toleiably distinct views arc set forth: (i) That 
Jesus, thepre-existeot one, took a real bodyatid became subject to suf- 
fering, bul thai his bodywas it: no respect derived irom Mary, This 
was the view of Valentinus and was elaborated by Apelles^ Ptolemy, 
Seciindus.and Heracleon. (z) That Jesus was the son of the Demiurge 
and ttai upon hioj de&cetided the dispensaLioaal Jcsna, (3) Thai Jesus 
was the son of Joseph and Mary, and that Christ, spiritual and inca- 
pable of suSering, descended upon him as a dove at baptism. This view 
is twice stated, the second statement being in the sentence before the 
kst of the reference. It was the view of Carpocrates, Cerinthus, ihe 
Ebionites, and others. (4) That Jesus was manifested ^ a transfigured 
matif that he was a semblance only, without tleah and not born. This 
was the view of Satuininus, Basilides, and others. And (5) the view of 
the fourth gospel, and of Iren^us, that the Word was made flesh. 

So much for the various statements of the doclrine. The chief con- 
tribution made to the study is the appeaiance of Gtioslidsm in its 
attempt to entirely rid Jesus Christ of the pollution of the flesh, and 
this hy an ignoring of the New Testament account and by a resort to 
philosophic theorizing upon the basis of a half-Hebraized and degen- 
erate Greek philosophy. Otherwise the opposing contentions of the 
natural birth and of the birth from Mary alone by the Power of God 
are practically the same as in the writings previously reviewed- 

a, Irenceus's appeal to Scripture is noteworthy in that with him first 
we meet the use of the New Testament as an authority similar to the 
Old- His use of prophecy is on a par with that of Justin Martyr.** 
The quotation of sees. 7 and S will sufEce Co illustrate this : 

^laEC^'^u^) Can- f/ner.t III, [ L, 3 ; ^'luc^catom auLcinetpaasum quidamquidem 
earn, qui «i disposiliDne slI, dicanr Jesum, quetn par Mariam dicanl pertransisie, quas 
iLquatn per tabum, olii vero Demiurgi Alium, in qqem de^cndia^e eum Jesum^ qui ex 
di&posilione sit; alii rur^um Je^iim quidcmex Joseph ct Maria naLiim dii:LinL,et lahunc 
deECPudi^s? ChrLgtum, qui de 4iipfriDribiis<tit ; une cait]t ei irnp3is,ih\\eai,ex5\itfntem. 
Secundum aiitem nidlatn acnteatiam bacretjccniiii, Vcjbum Dei cato fuctiuu est. Si 
enim qais re^ul^ ip^orum omnium perscruleturJavettletquunlamMQEtjarij?, et impiis- 
aJbT|i>p flb omnihus illk inducitnr Dei Verhum, at qui est in supcriaribua diri&tus. 
Alii enim patnnt ]naD.iE€9tatqni emit, quEmA-dniQilQni homioEm Iranafigiir&tuiD ; ne<juc 
autem catum, oegue lucanialum. dlcunt [Hum ; alii vero neque fi^ra raeuoi aasumpaisac 
boTninfs- Hd quemndmodiun columhata deecendissp in eum J«&utn, qui nalus est ex 
Marin, OmneA igiEur illos fcLtsoa testes oaCendenB diacjpulus Domini ail! Et Ver- 
bum caro factum CbU et tiihabLlavit iji nubis." 

^See III, 9, 3 and 31 a I. T, especidly g 6, where the EbionitE contention Ear 
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On this account also Daniel [Dan. 2:343, foieseeiog bis a-dvenC, Eaid 
that a atone cut out without hands came Into tliJs wurld,"' Fur ihh !a v/hzX 
"wilhoul hands " means, that his coming into this world was not by the 
operation of human hands, cbat is, of ibose nit^ti who are accustomed 10 stone- 
cutting;'" that is, Joseph taking no part wi(h regard to it, but Mary only 
co-oppraling with the prearranged plan. For this stone from the earth 
derives existence from both the power and the wisdom of God. Wherefore 
also Isaiah says ; " Thus satth the Lord, Behold, I deposit in the foundations 
of Zlon a stone, precious, elect, the chief, the corner one, lo be had in honor," 
So then we understand that his advent in human nature was not by the will of 
a man. Imt by (he will of God.*' (8) Wherefore also Moses, giving a 
type, cast hiarod^ upon the earlh, in order that it by becoming flesh might 
expose and swalbw up all the opposition nf the Egyptians which was lifting 
itself up against the prearranged plan of God ; ihat the Egyptians themselvea 
might cestify that it is the finger of God which works salvation for the people, 
and not the son of Joseph. For if he were the son of Joseph, how could he 
be greater than Solomon or greater than Jonah or greater than David, when 
he was gcucraEed from the same seed, and was a dciccndaut of the^e men ? 
And how was it that he also pronounced Peter blessed bei:ause he acLcnowl- 
edged him to he the son of the living God ? ^ 

In the foIiowiDg section (9) IrcnKus makes an appeal to prophecy 

bfdjrLr ralhcT than wo^ifl^H)? Ln \he ImmanLrfl pa^^^age K refuted; and §5 f^^ ^ 
pedaDlic treatment of /li fr»eixt iienfrii, renuin, i3»inBon*m, fihowing thftt the OM of 
vcntris Id the promiae to David predicted tbe virgin birth. 

^ See ilso ibiJ., V, 35, 5 {I, 554). 

'■An easy adflpiatinn of the tenn "carpmier" (r^jiriiy) of the cannnica] and 
apociypbal goEpels, eo Jts to make it more caDsonac^l with the quotaticn from Daniel. 

'J Ili.tNj*:u.^, Con. ffiifr., Jll. 21,7: "Fiopler hoc nutem et Daniel prae vide ns eius 
advpntum, lapideiri sine inanibiiE absclG^um adv^aiBs? in hand miiniliim (hoc eniin est 
quod " aJQc manibus '* ) Aignificahat -, quad dod. opcrs.nlEbus humabls mKnihuB^ hoc eat, 
tfiroruin JllomiD qui boIedI lapldes caedeie» la hiuic mucduin elus odveuLiis eral, Id 
est, non operaote in eum Joseph, sed sola Maria eooperanle dispositioni. Hie enim 
Iflipia A terra, tx virtutc el arte conalal Dci^ Pjoptcr hoc aiUcm ct IsaiaE ait : ^ sic 
dicit Dominus: Eccr ego miElo in luDdamenla Sion lapidem pietLosuoi, eleclum, 
KUmmum, oDgLilDrein, hcpDoriBcum ; ' uti Hon EC voluntaCF xm, sed ei. volu&lnte Dei, 
Adrcntum oas <:jui accundnm homijicm est intelligamas." 

^Note (be play upon words tn the original. 

*^lK^»x\iS,Cen- /^iier.,lll,il,B : "Ftoptei hocauteiDctMQy»sosteiidanA Lypum 
projecit vlrgam in lerram, ul ea ireamala omnem Aegyplinnim pricTaricAEinneni 
quae inEurgebal adversus Doi ditpoEitioncmT orgaeTel et abaorbcret ; et al ipsi Aegyptii 
ICfttiBcoicnLiir, quoniam digitus ctt Dei, qui talulem operatai populo^ et oon Joseph 
fihut. Si emm Joseph tihtis f&ser, qupmadmodum pins poleral quam Salornon. aut 
plus quam 'iiaa.s habeic, aut plus esse David, cum CEfet ex eadem Eemioatione 
generatuA, et proles etisLena iptorum ? Ut quid aulcm cL bcatuio dkcbat I'cEium, 
quod eum cognoscerct esse Filium Dei vlvi ? " 
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lo show that, if Jesus were the son of Joseph, he could not be '* king or 
berr." For in Malt, i; la-iC it is shown that Joseph was descended 
from Joachim and JechonJah, but according to Jer, 32: 24 ff, and 36; 306, 
these men were disinherited by God. 

Thtise therefore who say ihn hc was begotten of Joseph, and thai they 
have hope m him, do cause thcmseHea to be diaiDheritcd from the kingdom, 
fa.Uing under the carse and rehute direrted against Jechoniah and his seed. 
Because Eor thi^ reason bavc these things been apoken against Jechoiilih, the 
Spirit foTeluiowing the doctrines of the evil teachers ; thaE tbey may leam 
thai from his seed — that is, from Joseph — he was not tu be born, hut that, 
nccordiikg to Che promise of God, from Diivid's belly the king eternal ia 
raised up, who sums up aU things in himself and gathered into himself the 
amricnl formation (of man).^ 

The ase of the New Testament centers very largely about the 
infancy sections,'^ First Cor, 15 : 3, 4, 12 is used for emphasis of the 
real humanity of Christ, 111, 1 7, 3 (1, 446), John i ; 13, " not born by 
the will of the desh, or by the will of man," is used in 111, 19, s (I, 449}. 
But perhaps niost significant of all is the use of Gal. 4:4, 5 :n 111, 16, 
3 (I, 44O1 !ind 111, 22, I (1, 454), " God sent forth his Son, born of a 
woman." In fragments $2-4 (I, 577) the status of the gospels in this 
controversy Is indicated. " With regard to Christy the iawj the proph- 
ets, and the evaHgfds/^ have proclaimed that he was born of a virgin/' " 

The use oi the New Testament is, on the whole, very much more 
reasonable than that of the Old Testament ; and while the references in 
the Pa^uline epistles do not, in our thinking, contribute anj^hing beyond 
a confirmation of the actual humanity of Christ (a point for which 
Irenxus had to contend), still one can readily understand how such a 
passage as GaJ. 4^ 4 was irresistibly attractive. But now that the gos- 
pels had become authoritative, and the infancy secLions especially were 
so eflccliially used by the orthodox, it only remained for those who 
opposed the virgin birth to repudiate these sections. Hetice we read 
in 1, aS, 3 (1, 35a): 

""IheNj^us, ihid.. in. 2r, g : "Qui ergo earn dlcuiit eh Joseph generatum et in 
CO habere spcm, cbdicatos sc faciunt a rcg^no, Ebb mnJcdictione ct increpationc 
dccidentes, quae zl^a. Jechoaiam ct in semcu ejus. PiopteT hoc enim diuU sunt 
hoFc de Jffbonia, spiritu praesdente ea c^uae a malis doeronbuK didtintut : uti dl^- 
cant, qaonism ex semiae eiUE, id est en Joseph, non erll nctus, sed accimduia 
lepnjmbaioneoL Dei de vcntit Dflvid suscitatur icn aetcrnus, qui recap itulaLur omnia 
m iK et antiquam plasm aticnfm in ^e rteapiEu^afng tit," 

*£- J-., Ill, 2.9, rn; 16,3 ff,; si, 41 IV, ^3, 1. 
■EusEBius, CA. JJ., Books V, VIII. 

38 



THE VTBOIN BrSTH 



39 



Be&idesibishe [Marcion] mutiJates tbe gospel which is according to Luke, 
removing a.1] that ia writien respecting the generation nf the Lord, anfJ sealing 
uidc a. great deal of the tcachitig of the Lofd, [n which the Lctd la Tci:orded 
a.£ most clearly confessing that the maker of this universe is his Faihei.'^ 

3- Passing now to Irenseus'a more distinctively theological argu- 
ment and deducrioQs, we see that accoiding to his thinking the virgin 
btrth readily explained how thi^ Son of God became the Son of man: 

He therefore, the Son of God, our Lord, being the Word of the Father, 
iuid the son of man, since he had a generation as to his huiuao nature from 
Mary — ^wbo was descended from mankindi and who was herself a. human 
being — was made the son of rnan'* (IIL 19, 3 [J, 44q])- 
Moreover, the ability of Jesus and his ejLcellence of character are 
not admitted as arguments for his messiahship and sonahip apart from 
the virgic birth, as is the case in Justin Martyr, but are regarded as the 
consequences of such a birth (I, 30, 12 [I, 357])-^ 

The superficial parallelUm and moral 3.ntjtbe&is between the virgin 
birth and the creation and fall can be best appreciated from direct 
quotation : 

Tir, 21, 10 (I, 454): And as the praioplast himself, Adam, had his sub- 
stance from untilled and yet virgin soit" (for Cod had not yet seal rain, and' 
man had not yet tilled the ground), and was formed by the hand of God, 
that la, by the Word of God, for '*al! things were made by him," and the Lord 
took dust from the earth and formed man; so did he who 1S the Word, 
recapitulating Adam in himself, rightly receive a birth enabling him to 
^father up Adam into himself from Mary, who was as yet a virgin. If, then, 
the fir&t Adam had a man for his father, and was born of hunuin seed, it 
were reasonable to say that the second Adam was begotten of Joseph, But 
if the former was laken from the dust, and God was his raaier, it was incum- 
bent that the latter also, makin;^ a recapitulation in himself, should be 
formed as man by God, to have an ansJo^ with the former as respects hi£ 
origia. Why, then, did not God take dust, but wrought so that the formation 
should be made of Mary? It was that there might not be another formation 
called into being, nor any other which should regLiire to be saved, bm that 

■» TfECH«U.'4, Can. ffatr., I, 28, ti "El siipet baec id QUOd est wcundura Lncam 
Evaagcliiun circamcidenb ct omnia quae sunt de gcacriLCione DomiTii conacripta 
anTcrcu}, ct dc dDctcioa acimonuui Domini mallii aufcicna in ^jiiibua utuiifcbli&siaie 
conditorem huiuii univeTSiTstL? f^uum PaLrem confitens Damlnns cotiacriptus e%t." 

'"Iben^us, j*jrf.. Til, 19, 3 : *' Hie igitur Filrus Dfi Dommus nostcr, cm-jlcns 
Verbuok Patria et filiuB hoioinis : qLionidm ex Maria, qucc ci hominibus habebi.1 Rcnua 
quae et ipba erat homo, habuh secundum komiaem geaerationcia, factus tsl lilius 
hominjs." 



'^ Also III, 17, 7. 



as 
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the same formalion Ehould be Eummed up, the analogy hiTing been pre- 
served, ^' 

Here, as in several other similar passages, IreDEus shows a famil- 
iarity with Paiil's paralldjam between Adauj and Jesua, but differs from 
Paul [n pushing the paTallelJsm into a region of which FauJ was either 
wholly ignorant, or with which he was totally unconcenied/' 
There is a significant passage in IV, 33, 4 (I, 507}^ 
And howshiill he [manj escape fram the generation subject to death, if 
not by means of a new geae ration, given in a woaderfuJ and uncKpcctcd 
monaerr but as n sign of salvatian b^ God^ J mean thai regeneration which 
i% from [he virgin through faith ?'* Or how shall they receive adnpTion from 
God, if they renaain in this kind of geoeration, which is naturally possessed 
by man in this world? And how sbould he [Christ] have been greater than 
Solomon or greater than Jonah, or have been ihc Lord of David^ who w^ of 
the fiance substance as they were P ^^ 

Such a staiementTtakeo together with thePauUniBticelaboratioQ in III, 
19, I, makes the foundation for IreiiESus's final dogmatic assertion: 

Those who assert that he was simply a. mere man, begotten by Joseph 
remaining in the bondage nf the primal diaibedience, are in a state of death 
having been not as yot joined to the Word of God the Father, nor receiving 
liberty through the Son, as he does himself declare : If the Son shall make 
you free, ye ahaU be free indeed^ (III, iq[I, 4*8)}. 

^ThEN^as^ Cxin. I/aer., Ill, zf, lo: '^Et qDcmodiDtN^iini prctopla^m !]lc Adun 
de nidi Leira, cL de adhuc virgine. (nondum euim plueraL Deufi. el homo udu en.t 
□pcratuE Lerram) hnbuil subsLFriitiiin r el plafim^tug est msnu Dei, id eatVerboDpi 
[omnia cnim per ipsam Eicta Eunt) et sumpail Dominas limum e. term, et plosmavEt 
hamincm : ila recapitulans in se Adam, ipae Verbum exislen^ ex Maria, quae adhuc 
Gr^t virgo, recle acr?ipi?ba[ gfn^raTianem Adae lEfapitulfltiDnis. */ TtJwuw A rpurot 

Ocfn, (Sfi tx'i rim ^vaKepaXoiofrjuvav eTt airbv (rtd toU datd imrAoiTU^VDP At^unroir, t4' a.(rTiiv 

AW ttOrif ineimi avUK^fpaSmuBfj Trjpovfi^rTit r^j oiiniArTTTOi/' 

"See al?o ITT, ai, 4 (U 4SS]: V, ig, i {1, 547); and V, ii, 1 (I, 584). 
"Sec 111, 19. ] (1, 448); IV, 33» II (L S09); V, I. I. i, s (I. S^?)- 
'^I&iii.t JV, ^Jf, 4 -. "Quemadmodain auLem relinquct mortis /^cncratJoDCui, £i non 
ia noram geocradonem mire c( iauiiinalc a. Deo, in aignum aulcm aeliitis, daLB-m, 
quae est ex vli^ine per fidem, regcneraLioueni ? vcl qunui ^doptioneiu accipienL h 
Deo, permaacDlea in hac gene^i, quae esl SfCUDdum hummern in hue mundo ? Quo- 
modo HUtem plus qunm Salomon, el plus qnum Jonas habebat, eC Dojnlnus erat 
David, qui «ia!<d?m cnm ipai* fmt suhsCantiflp ?" 

i^ FMd., Ill, ig, i: " Rursus auiem qui nude lanLum hDmLucm eum dicunt ex 
Joseph generatum, perseverantes in serTlIiicc prisTinae Inobedicndae motiunlur: non- 
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We have traced the docrrme in Irenseu!;, noticing it!! mukiffjrm 
siaicireni: arising from the conviction of its great importance anJ iJie 
mcoacitig features of the different forms of Gaosticism. The appeal to 
ScTiptnre ia seen to bc^ in the case of prophecy at least, no more 
praiseworthy than that ot Justin Martyr, while his appeal to the New 
TcBtament is much more straightforward^ and constitutes a new feature 
in the study. The more distinctly theological argument is based, upon 
a Eaociful, though somewhat Pauline, analogy whose force is not felt 
today. The argument makes the virgin bJitb the basal aad essential 
fa.ctor in constituting Jesus a fit and capable Savior for lost and pol- 
luted man, hence those who do not believe in the virgin birth are " in 
the bondage of the old disobedience" and "in a slate oF death." Of 
course, the other and silent premise underlying this conclusion is that 
right belief concerning the nature of Christ is necessary to salvation. 

I. In conclusion it should be pointed out that, vhile IrenLeus 
makes a copious use of the canonical infancy stories," he has no refer- 
ence to the apocryphal accounts^ although they would very naturally 
haTc been called lor in such a passage as IV, 23, §1, Moreover, it 
would appear (I, 37, ^ 2 [I, 35a]) that, in the case of the heretic Mar- 
cion at least, there existed no apocryphal source of the kind which he 
needed for his denial of the miraculous generation of Jesus, so that it 
was necessary for him so to muiilate ihe gospel of Luke that it might 
suit his purpose. Nor is there evidence that any of the heretics knew 
of gospels other than the canonical to which to appeal in advancing 
or supporting their variant views. 

i. In his understanding of the virgin birth Irensus has passed 
clear away from (he thought of a miraculous but real birth (devoid of 
the slightest intimation of prc-cxistciicc), such as the accounts in 
Matthew and Luke teach and Ignatius and Justin clearly^ though not 
consistently, imply, and in his adoption oE the view of the fourth 
gospel has converted the virgin birth into an advent or an incflrnation 
in a more rigid and uniform sense than previously prevailed ; f?- ^-, 
Onfra H<2^., It 25, 1 (I, 330); Iir, 9, 3 (I. 423); ni, II, 3 (1, 437). 
But) at the same time, in his Ibinkxng the divine sonship and nature of 
Jesus were based upon the tact that God, and not man, was his father 
(III, 21, §S [1,453])- 

dum commiati Veibo Dei Patris, Deque per FilLUJn. perdpicuLcb libcrlatcoi, quctDddmo- 
dum ipse ait : ' Si Fihm vas nitnumii>eni vcrr liberi erltls-' " 

T^E,g.. 111.9, » an*! 3 |1, 433ff,)i 111, i6» a. 3, and 4(1, 440 ff.)-, Ill, ai, 4 and 
5(1,453); IV,a3, 1(1. 494)1 V, 35, 5 (1, 554). 
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3- Thus in Ircnteus we taeet what is so far the clearest statement of 
jeans' derivation of divine catuie from the tact that God is his father ^ 
but [renceng'E chief contribution to the study is in the theological 
significance which he attributed to the virgin birth; for in his thinking 
it was only by such a. birth that Jesus could bt; constituted the adequate 
Savior of mankind — and so far as his moral worth being siifHcient j)^r 
jff to constitute him Messiah and Son of God, Irenfeus, making a bold 
advance from the position of the earliest apologists, asserted that the 
pre-eminence of Jesus and his unique moral vortb were dependent 
upon the virgin birth. 

Vlh Teptullian (about 150-240 A. D,).— There are in Tertullian 
nearly a score of passages in which a statement of belief regarding the 
virgin birth is made. The most simple of these are : Vfiling of Vir- 
gtnSj IV, 3, I (IV, 27); Monogamy, S (IV, 65) ; Against Fraxeas, 3 
(III, SgS), z6, 27 (III, G22 ff.); and Faiience, z (HI. 7dS). Other 
passages, which make some signi6cant addition to the bare statement, 
are; Apcl.^ 21 (III, 34), incbiding a repudiation of the Greek myths; 
Soul, a6 (IIIj 207)1 "^^^^ * reference to the meeting of Mary and Eliaa- 
beth» and the prenatal testimony of John ; Against IffretirSj 36 (HI, 
260), anti Agiiinsl Marcwn, V, 19 (III, 471), each included in the 
church's statement of faith; FaurruHoa, so (III, SSq)- with emphasis 
upon the real humanity of Jesus; Agstiusi Valettdntts, 27 (III, 516), 
stating the belief of Valentinus ; 

His position being one which must be decided by prepo&itiocs ; in other 
words, he was produced by means of {^er) a virgin rather than of (ex) a 
Virgin 1 On Che ground that, having descended into the Viigia rather in the 
manner of a passage through her than of a birth by her, he came into exist- 
CEice throagk {_per) bcr. not of {ex) her — not experiencing a mother in hern 
but poihing more than a way. Upon this same Chnsl, therefore, so Ihey say, 
the Savior descended in ihe sacrameui of baptistu iu [he likeness of a dovc^* 

There are also two references to the belief of Praxeas and the Patri- 
passionists: A^airisi Praxeast i-j (III, 617), and i (III, 597): 

He says thai the Father himself came dowE iaio the Virgin, was himself 
boiE of her, himself suffered, indeed was himself Jesus Christ,'" 

fTSftTULi.iAN, -'Id!/. Vtiifnriiiiatioi. XXVII : ■" In piHepo^itiomim quacstiooibus 
poaitura, id e&t per viL^inem, non ex viigirie edlLum, quia deUtuc la virginein Irans- 
mciloria pgLUsqiAam geactatoris m^rc procc»cr!t: per ipaam,nDU ex i[tia-, UDUnialrciiL 
eam.^ sed VIB1T1 pa^sus. !Super hunc itarjue ChiiBtum d?vola.sse tunc in baprisnLsris 
aacrsmenla Sotorem per effigietn colunibtte," 

"> TkhTOLLIAN, -^^T- FraiMPT, \i '* f pflum dicrit Palrpm iJesccnriisBe in Virjinem, 
ipnim ex ca natumt ipaum pa^&uia, dcaiquc ipEum cGse Je&um Christum." 
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Of the stalemcnls here cited and quoted, that of Priixcas appears 
for the first time. The Patripassion theory undoubtedly arose from 
the difficulty of coT)cei\'ing of a dual or triune God, and as a consistent 
effort to escape ditheisia or triiheism. 

Somewhat akin to the superficial argument about tcrma,^ and yet 
showing Tcrtullian's rather scholastic reasooing in mainteaance of the 
humanity of Christy and, secondarifyt of the virginity of Mary, is the 
passage in Agninst Marcion^ IV, lo (III, 35S, 3C0), The argument js 
quite syllogistic Christ cannot lie. He said he was the son of mar. 
Therefore he had a human parent. But God was his father. There- 
fore Maiy, his mother, was the human parent. But, if so, she was a 
Ttrgin- Otherwise he had two fathers, a. divine and a human one, the 
thought of which is ridiculous, like the stories of Castor and Hercules, 
Moreover, the prophecy of Isaiah ts alone fulfilled by the eKclusion 
of a human father and the acceptance of the virginity of Mary. 
If Marcion admits Christ to be the son of man through a human 
father, he thereby denies that he is son of God ; IE through a divine 
one also, he makes Christ the Hercules of table ; it through a human 
mother only, he concedes Teriullian's point ; if not chrough a human 
father or a human mother, he invofves Christ in a lie.'' 

■*Sca VtUittg cf Virgins, b (IV, 31), and Crentise on /Vovf*-, ai (III, 688), 

^ Tektulliah, Adv. Martitntn, IV, 10 : '* Dc filio hominif duplex eat noatm 
pra«ecnpC[o, ncquc mentii! poEsc Chrialum, ut sc liJium l]oniipi& pjonuntiaiet, ii doti 
veve «ral -, aequf filium cnnstitui, qui non sil naC^us ex homine, vel pntre vel matr^ : 
ACqLe ila discLttiendum, CDJus baraimB EIJus aci^ipi debcjLE, puEris an inaEris. Si ex 
Deo patrc eai, utique qdq ^j. hooiine : ai nan ex bDmmCt jam iLpparet quia tfi vlr^Lne. 
Cui fftiim hotna pater non dfllur, nee vir TTiatri ejus deputabitur; porro eui vir non 
depoLabitar, virgo cct. Cacterum, duo jam putrei habebunt^T, Deus ct hcmo. &i noa 
Vii^o sk malcf, llaEjcbJt coim vimm, li1 virgu non sit \ c\ IjAbcndo >iruiDt duos patres 
faciei, Deum et hnminem, cF qnt eI Dei tt bomiui^ &&?£t iilitis. TaleniT %\ torte, Cle- 
tori aut HgtcljU natiykalem tradunt fabulae. 

" Si bacc jtct dJ±IJDRuuDlui, Id csL, &i u m«tre Gllufi ett homiDJar quia ex patrc non 
-ett; Cf macte autem virgine, quia nan ex patre homine; bis eiil Chrislnt I&aiof, quEin 
oonccpturam virginem praEdi^al- Qua igitur ratione admiltaE Blium hominiE, Mar- 
cloiL, drcuoiBpiccte uon pos&imi. Si pulris hominis, Degas Dd friium; £■ cL Dei, 
H«rcukm de fatiula tact^ Clirt&tutD : ^ fnatris laFituiti homitiii;, tnenm cnncfdii; ai 
ncque mab-LS bominis, ergo anllius hominis^ eBt lilius, et oeceE^fi e&t mfndaciiua 
tulmiserk, qui se quod udd erat diiit, Uduiti pute&L augualJia Lula subvenlre, !<i aiHleas 
au[ Deum tuum patrem ChiiBCi hommem qunque cngnominare, quod de Aeont fccil 
VolentinuB; out -virgiqem hDminem negare, quod uc Volenhaus quidem fecit. . . . , 

"Kam in iliam nccesae e&t ameDLiain Icndat, ut eL filiuin bamiaiA defeadal, ncc 
mendacem eum fac^iar i eT eit bamine negeE nalum, ne lilium virginis cancedat, . . ^ . 
5i natoa ex homme est, uL fUiue hominiE, corpus ex corpore CEt," etc. 
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Such a line of te^oDiDg has peculiar interest m that it shows how 
Btreauou5ly TertuliiaQ could defend the real humanity ol Christ — for 
this was Terliillian's constant cask — by an appeal to the virgin birth- 
Of like interest is his badly slated belief that the part played by God 
in Che generjition oi Jesus was such as to utterly exclude human father- 
hood i that God, though in no gross sense, was the eubstitule*" for a 
human befletter- that the duat nature of Christ depends simply upon 
his parentage — being divine^ because God, and no man, was kia 
father; human, because Macy was his mother. The premises arc that 
Christ is divine (this is not only admitledf but given an unwarranted 
eniphasis by hcs heretical opponents); Chat his nature depends upon 
his parentage; that therefore that humanity which he, who could not 
lie, claimed for himself ccmld not come [roui his father; it must, 
therefore, come from his mother; but, granting the above, it could 
come from her only through the virgin birth. 

In The FUsh of Christ-, zh^\t. 23 (111^ 541}, there isasemi-schoIastTc 
attempt to show that the Virgin's conception and parturition are the 
sign spoken of by Simeon, and long before by Isaiah ; and, moreover, 
that Mary» though a virgin, was in reality the purely human mother of 
the human Christ. The saying, *^ Every male that openeth the womb 
shall be called holy to the Lord," is applicable solely to the Son of God, 
since only in the case of a virgin birth does a child open the womb. 

There is a principle laid down in Ad Natwrtes, 3 (III, 131), which 
explains Tertullian's belief as to the person of Christ, andt as tributary 
to th^t, the virgin birth also : 

h la a settled pomt thai a god ia bom of z. god, and th^t which lacks 
divinity is born of that whii^h is not divine.'^ 

This vsry simple philosophy is the clue Co the " Son of God — son 
of man " passages such as Ajn>L, 3 i (1II> 34, 35) ; J'lesk of Christy 5 
(III, 525), and especially iS (III. 537). 

Turning to prophecy, we find TertulUan using it in much the same 
way as did Justin Martyr and Irenretia. In his Artswer to Jews^ g 
(III, i6i)j be resorts to the already familiar argument that) apart from 
the virgin birth, the promise of a sign in the Jmmanuel prophecy"^ is 
meaningless ; and In Against Mfircion, III, 12 (III, 331)^ he reiterates 
the same contention, and points out, moreover, as did Justin Martyr 

"^ Afi opposed tn thii Ihenry, 5pe UhIgeN, ne Prinei/nis, I. 3, sec, 4 (IV, 247). 

^iTE.Ki\M.\.iKS,AdNationfSt\l,^£: "SdUim.deunicilEoiiLsd, q[iep:xaf3rDr>dum dc 
Don deo non dcuin." 

** M^ Fitsh 0/ CArist, 17(111,536)- 
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[biai., 77 ff.), that in the comiag of the niagi the reinaiadcr of the 
prophecy, as to receiving the liches of Damascus^ etc., was fulfilled^ 

In his Anstver iif /eufs, 9 (111, 164), he demonstrates thot^ according 
to Isa. 11 t i» 2j Jeans procures his Davidic descent through the virgin 
Mary. Chap, ai of TAe Flfs/i of Christ (III, 539) makes a combined 
argument from the Immanuel prophecy, the annunciation to Mary, 
and Elizabeth's salutation to Mary, lo show that she ft'as the actual 
human mother of Jesus, through whom he was a. descendant of David,"' 
and that from her he who was the Word of God derived his flesh. 
TertullUn's use of "flesh" here Is not synarymous with his use of 
■^humaniiy" in ihe important reference in Mardon^V^, lo. Here 
"flesh" is used in the literal sense to designate that with which the 
pre-existenE Word clothed himself ; there the thought of pre-exislence is 
absent, and the dual nature of Christ is explained by his generation. 
The virgin birth is supported by an appeal Co the question in Isa., 
chap. 53, "Whu shall declare his nativity?" from which Tcrtulhan 
infcis that no human being was aw^re of the nativity of Christ at his 
conception.^ He aiso interprets the LXX of Ps. 1 1 o : 3 f E* y^oryaos 
T/jo itfivii^v iyya'yjca tjt) : " Before the morning star did 1 beget thee 
from ihe womb" — as referring both to the time of Christ's birth and to 
the manner. '*'! have begotten thee from the womb/ that is to say, 
from a womb only, without a mac's seed, making it a condition of a 
fleshly body that it should come out oJ a. womb." 

In the more distinctive use of the New Testament the chief effort 
is, as in the foregoing, to einphasiae the real humanity and Davidic 
descent of Christ rather than Lo substantiate his virgin birth. These 
three subjects, however, have a natural affinity for each other, and arc 
often found in combination in TerCulHan^s mind. His references **' to 
Matt- i:i; Rom. 1:3^ a Tim. 2:8; Gal. 3:8, 16, are ordinary 
instances of this use of the New Testament. The twentieth chapter 
on T/ie Flsih of ChrUi (lit, 53S) has a long dissertation to prove that 
Christ was born ej [ex) Mary, partaking of her iicsh, as does any 
child from any mother. The Gnostic heretics, denying the reality 
Of his body, contended that he was begotten in {in) Mary, but not 
of {ex) her, using for their purpose Matt. 1:20, ro yip tv aiJTp y£v- 
yrfiXy Ik itmiV**™ ^otck dytou. In reply, Tcrtullian quoles the it of 
Matt. I : 16 and GaL 4 : 4h '^ mttds of a woman " (yeyDyi<nj>' Ik yuvancos), 

to good cQect, but descends to his usually poor exegesis io the use of 

*sScc idw A^aime Marnvm^Tll^ ao (III, 3 J 3, 33^). 
^Ansvitrt9jcws,\i{Ml, i-ji). */7«A */ Cpintf^aa (III, 540). 
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Pa. 22 ;9, TO, "Thou art he that didst draw me out of my mother's 
womb-" Equdly indefensible 13 his exegesis of the singular misread- 
Ing" which he maintains in John t ; £3, and tortures into denying 
JesLi5* bTTth from sexual intercourse, while admitting or affirming that 
he was born of reai flesh. 

The Gnostics were also using Matt. la : 4-3 to support their denial 
of the reality of Jesua' body,*' contending that those who announced 
the presence o( his mother and brethren did so to test him, and to 
determine whether he were actually of a human family, which fact, 
they claimed, was practically denied t>y his reply. But Tenullian's 
readiness to interpret figurative language, however fatal in most 
instances, did him good service in this. 

It is difficult to believe that Tertullian could have been as ignorant 
of the gospels as would appear from what a strict interpretation of his 
language implies; viz., that all four of the gospels asserl the virgin birth. 

Of fhe apostles, therefore, John and Matthew first instil faith into ua; 
whilst of a.poato]!c men, Luke and Mark ri:new it aftcrvrard. These all start 
with the same printiples of faitb^ so far as relates to the one only God the 
Creator, aitd his Christy bom dI che Viigin, fulfill tog the la.w and the pFophcta. 
Now, of the a.uthors whom he posse&set, MarcioD^ ebciiie to have singled out 
Luke for bis mutilating process. Luke, however. Wiis not an apostle, but 
only an apostolic man ; not a master, but a dUciple, and so inferior to a 
master — at least as far subsequent to him as the apostle whom he followed 
[Paul] was subsequent to the others.*' 

The possibility that the gospels of John and Mark, originally or at 
an early date, contained stories of the virgin birth might be cntcitained 
here, were we certain that TertuUian wrote thfs passage with a fuU 
consciousness of just what he was sayings and if we were, furthermore, 
certain of what be meant by ''These all start with the sariie prindples 
of faith . . . . (how that he was) born of the Virgin." Docs he 
mean that all four gospels make this fact the foundation of faith in 

■^fiA of Christy 19 (111,537), ^l^ Ihen^uSi^^aimj/ HertsiiSy\\\\%^ (r-445). 

^ Against Mardon, IV, ig (EII, 377, 37^). Also, Fteih of CArist, 7 (ill, 517). 

^Tbc goApcl of MaicJDD began -LTilh Lake 3 : 1, foUowbd tmincdiatcly by 4 : 31- 
37, then 4 : it, with numeraua omisaiona. 

u'TcaTCLLiAN, ^'/f, jVarfi^Kfjn, IV, a, " Deaiqae nobiE £dem, nobh fiden » 
apoatolis Joannes ct Matlhaeus insinuaat; ea Bpn&tolicis, Lucaa et Mari:n& inatauraal, 
isdem regulis eiorii, cjunntum id unicum Deum attinel Creatorem, el Christum ejus, 
natuin ?x VirgiDc, fiupplementum Lcgis ct Fropbetbruni. . . < ■ Kam ci iia com- 
mentaturibus qijoa hahcinus, Lucam vidctur MarcJoo Elegis&e, qucm L^acdtiet. Forro 
Lufss TLQi] apDEtolus »d apo£lol[cii£ ; non magistpr, »d di^cipulus; utqut magistro 
mliiQTi ccrte taato poBlenor, quanto postenctiE Jipostoli scctator, Pnuli aiae dubio,"clc. 
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Cfcrist? Or doss be mean that cacti evangelist litcrallj begins Jiia 
gospel with the account o£ Jesus' bitth from the Virgin ? The con- 
text, which IE dealing with actnal narratives and attempting to show 
their relative value, supports the literal inrerpretation by which we 
understand TertuUian to say that each of the four gospels begins by 
setting forth the tact that Christ was bom of the Virgin- 

Bui, since TertuUian is wholly unsupported in this respect by the 
Fathers or version&, we are compelled to reject his statement as being 
rather free and exaggerated^ or, irdeed, to explain it upon the basis of 
his teaching as elsewhere represented. This can be done, and is per- 
haps the true solution of the difficulty. It was seen thit. according to 
the treatise A^ainsf Marchn, IV, lo, n poslulation of the divinity of 
Jesus made the virgin birth necessary as the explanation of his 
humanity. To assert the former was to affirm the latter, and it was by 
the unique birth of Jesus that his dual naluie was explained- Now, as 
TertuUian looks at the matter, while it is true that only Matthew and 
Luke give, at the beginning of their gospels, the actual narratives of 
the peculiar birth of Jesus, both Mark and John clearJy assert the 
fact which is inseparable from the virgin birth, viz,, that God is (he 
father of Jesus- Thus, if TertulKan accepted the imeenain reading of 
vifK &vyv in Mark i : i, which reading Irenxus before him had used, 
and resorted, as he usually did. to the singular and erroneous interpre- 
tation of John I ■ 13, which makes God the begetter of Christ, or even 
to the assertion of the divine sonship as set forth in John 1:18 — then, 
lo all intents and purposes, and by inevitable deduction^ the second 
and fourth gospels do, in his opinion, start with the assertion that 
Christ was born of a virgin. 

It is interesting to notice, in passing, his comparative valuation of 
Mark and Luke, especially of the latter, and oE Paul. His low valua- 
tion of Lake was no doubt for the purpose of weakening Marcion's 
position, as was also his unwarranted assertion regarding the other 
gospels. It was as much as saying : ^' Marcion may do what he likes 
with the gospel of Luke, but he still has the other and belter goi^pels 
to reckon with, if he- wishes to discard the true nativity of Christ and 
the virgin birth." 

An interesting point noticed in the writers preceding TertuUian is 
that of the analogy between the virgin birth and the Genesis story of 
creation, between Mary and Eve. In chap. 17, on TheJ^hsh c/ Christ 
(III, 536), in connectjon with an argument to prove the reality of the 
flesh of Christ, TertuUian makes an elaborate use of this analogy : 
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Nov it will be first necessary to show what previous reason there was for 
the Son of God's bein;^ bom of a virgin. He wbo w«is ^ing to consecrate a 
new order of birth must himsfclf be bom afier a novel fashion. . , . . Accord- 
ingly a virgin did conceive and bate EmmatiucI, God with us. This Is the 
new nativity ; a man is bom in God, And in this man God was bom^ taking 
the flesh of an ancient race, without the help, however, of the ancient seed. 
in order that he mi^ht refoim it with a new seed, that is, in a spitiiiis.1 manner, 
and cleanse It hy the removal of all its ancient stains. But the whole of this 
innovation was prefigured, as w&a the case in all instances, in ancient lypCf 
Th« Lfird being bom as man by a dispensation in which a virgin was the 
□tedium. The earth was atill in a virgin state, reduced as >ct by no human 
labor, with no seed as yet cast into its furrowSf when, as we are told, God 
made man out of it m\o a Living soul. A^, then, the ^rst Adam is thus taken 
from the ground, it is a just inference thai the second Adam likewise, ae the 
apoatk has lold us, was formed by God into a <juJckeiLrng a^irii out of the 
ground^ in other words, out of a fle^b which was unstained as yet by any 
human genera ticm.'" But [bat I may lose no opportunity of supporiing my 
argument from the name of Adam, why is Christ called Adam by the apostle, 
unless it be that, as man. he was of thai earthly origin ? And even reason 
here malnLams the same conclusion, because il was by just the conlraiy opera- 
tion that God recovered his own image and likeness, of which be had been 
robbed by the devil. For it was while Eve *as yei a virgin that the Ensnaring; 
word had crept into her eara which was to build the edi^ce of death. Into a 
virgin's soul, in like manner, must be introduced that word of God which was 
to raise the fabric of life, so that what had been reduced to min by this sex 
might, by the selfsame sex, be recovered to salvation. As Eve had heUeved 
the serpent, so Mary believed Gabriel. The delinquency which the one occa- 
sioned by believing, the other hy beheving efiaced. But (it will be said) Eve 
did nni at the devil's word conceive iu her womb. Well, she at all events 
conceived ; for the devil's word afterward became as seed to her that she 
should conceive as an outcast and bring fnrth in sorrow. Indeed, she gave 
birth to a fratricidal devil ; whilst Mary, on the contrary, bare one who was 
one day to secure salvation to Israel, his own brother after the flesh and the 
murderer of himself, God, therefore, sent down into the virgin's woiiih his 
Word, as the good brother who should blot out the memory of the evil 
brother. Hence it was necessary that Christ should come forth for the salva- 
tioQ of man in that condition of flesh into whjch man had entered ever since 
his condemnation." 

*- Sec also Answer to Jews, 12 (III, r69): f^^^ o/CAriif. i6 (HI, 53^); Himrrei- 
AdH, 4g (III, 5i^3j- 

" Tertulliak, Liii. de Came CkrisH, KVI1 • "K.ixic oainia autcm comjEiciidi.nda 
erit ratin nuae praefuit, ut Dei Alius de vtrginf nasceremr. Nove nasd debehaT novae 
mtivitntiE dedicsitor, de qua aignum dotunu Damlun^ nb haia pmedicabitur. Quod 
cat iaiud nignum ? Ecce virgo concipi^ I in utcro, d paiict filium (Isa, vii), CQiti:cpiC 
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The apparent uhimaCc dogmatic statement of TcrhiUian is fouad in 
his discourse Against Mard&n^ IV, 36 (III, 411): 

Whosoever wishes to see Jcsua the son of David must believe In him 
through the virgin's birth. He who will not believe this will nol hear from 
him thcaalutition, "Thy faith bath saved thee," And so he will remain blind, 
falling into aatithefiis after aiilithesis which mutually destroy each other, just 
as the blind man leads the blind duwn iuio ihe diLch." 

There is not as much, however, in this saying regarding the virgin 
birth £s would at fiist sight be supposed. For the context ahowb that 
the point at issue is not the virgin birth, but rather Jesus* Davidic 
descent and his possession ot an actual body, in support of these last 
two contentions Tertulhan appeals to the healing of the blind man at the 
en trance to Jericho, Luke iS : 35-43. The man persistently cried out^ 
"Jesus, ibou sun of D(rvid^ have mercy on me I" In response to which, 
and thus in recognition of hia Davidlc descent, Jesus peiforraed the cure. 

It must be remembered also that in the writings of Tertullian the 
term " the virgin" is, through the passing over of what was formerly a 
descriptive adjective into a proper tiaitie, frequently used to designate 

Igitur virgo eC pepcrit EiiimormEleiD» nobi^cnm Dpum. Haec e&t aotivilatia qdva, 
dum hamu ctoacitur in Deo ; ]n ciuo homittc Dcua natua cil, cdme alquc aemiai? bus- 

cepia, sine seraine antifiuji ut iUant novo s*miHF, i<1 est spiricaliier Tefnrtnarer exclusis 
ODtiquitatit Eordibus, expintam. Sed toTa novitos i&to, sicut et in ooLiiibuBi dc vderi 
figure cat, ratioaali per virgincm disposhionc Dkjnijno aaaccntc, ViTgo erst adliuc 
terra nmndum opere compresia. nondum sementj fiubacta; ri ea homiDem factum 
accepimLis a D«D in aniiaiiii vivam. Igitur gi primus Adam de terra Iraditur, merito 
aequcns, vcl DUTisaimua Adam, uL Apustolua dixit, pruiudc dt tcria, id eat, came noD- 
dum generalioni re&ignata, in ^pirrluin vivif^cantpm a D?a est pralatus. E[ tamen^ □« 
inihi vacet incur&us nominiE Ad&c, uude Christum Aduu ab Apostoio dictum est, ai 
tctrcni non fuil ccnaas licjmo ejus f Scd cl hie latio dcfendit, quod Dciia iniasiaciu 
et simllltudlnem j^unm, r diabnlo captum, nemula nperariorc reciiperaviC. Tn virginem 
emm adhiic EYom irrapEeral verbum aedificalorium moTtiEj in virgioem oeque intro- 
ducendum erat D«i Verbum eistruciorlum vllae: ut quoJ per fjug modi sevam 
abirrBT in p^TdiEionem, pet eumdpm spxiim rpdigerefiir in ^iiiiiTein. CrPdidfral tlvs 
Bcrpenti : credidit Maria Gabrieli. Quod iIJa crcdcado deliqmt, haec credctLdo 
dckvil. Sed Eva nihil tuuc conccpit Id ulero ex diaboh verbo, Imo coaccpiU Nam 
eiindc hT Hhjecifl parerpt, et in doloTJbuE pareret, verbnm dloboli semen illi fijit 
Eaixa c^t d^nique diabDlum fntricidn-nii CodIth, Marin eum rdidil. qu! cKmnlem 
fratrem I&iael. interempLDicm suum, salvum quaiidoqiie prueatarel. In vulvam ergo 
Df D« VeTbum fiuum dervlit, bunum Iratrem, ur mematiBin mali fratri; riaderet. Indt 
prodQUndum Euit Chriato ad &idutein hominia, quo homo jam damnatus intraverat/' 

wThitlflljan, Adv. Marei^ntiti, IV, 36: '*yui vullvidere fesum, David fiJium, 
cnd«.t pcrViigjoifi centum, Qui uon iip crcdct, non nudicl ab illo: Fide* tua te 
saWum fecit. Alque iti ca.Ecus remauebit, rueu^ in aniiLhesim. rueotem eL ipsam 
BUtitheiim. Sic emm caecug caecuin deducere soiet,^' 
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M&ry. This is quite simiUrto the more faiDilia^r transition from Jesus 
the Christ to Jesus Christ, and finally to Christ, a& the personal proper 
name. Bearing In mind the content and the interchangeable use of 
"The Virgin" and " Mary,'* this passage is taken to mean that, by the 
analogy of what took place at the blind man's confession and request, 
whoever wishes to see Jesus spiritually (sa\'ingly) must believe that he 
was actually born into this world with real fleshy being the son of Mary, 
David's descendant. To deny this is to remain in spiritual blindness 
and to perish. 

Evidently Tertullian's final word as to the condition of those who 
disbelieve in the virgin birth is not as specific and unmiatakable as 
that of Irenieus.'^ This is due, however, to a difference in the ends 
sought by his polemic^ and hence In his enjphasi.s, rather than to differ" 
cnt conviction as to the cssentialness of belief in the virgin birth- For, 
very clearly, it is only by means of the virgin birlh that he is able to 
give what seems to him a consistent explanation of the humanity and 
the divinity of Jesus. 

1- A review of the materia] presented by TertulliaD will show that 
for purposes of argument he uses the canonical infancy stories only — 
Atts. io Jews, 9 (ill, 164) ; Soiil^ 36 (111, ao?) ; Mar^u^n, III, la (III, 
331) ] ibid,^ \j g [HI, 448) — and that, in so far as the apocryphal gos- 
pels taught the perpetual virginity of Mary, he was uninfluenced by 
them and insisted upon a real birth {FUsh of Christ, 33 (III, 541)). On 
the other hand, Tcrtullian does not wholly repuditile the use of other 
gospels of Ihe Lord's nativity which he recogniEcs as in circulation, 
but For himself abstains from anything but a very sparing use of them, 
{^Against Prnxeas, a6 [HI, 632"],) His reference, like that of Irenjeus to 
the mutilation of Luke by Marcion. indicates that the heretics also 
recognized the canonical gospels aa the basis cf appeal, 

z. TertuUian is divided in his own mind between the representa- 
tion of pre-exiatence as made in the fourth gospel and the generation 
of a new being as given in the first and third gospels. Both thoughts 
are expressed by him, but not harmonized. 

3. Perhaps Tertullian's increment to the study lies chiefly in the 
fact of his noteworthy use of the virgin birth to prove the humaniiy 
of Jesus, and, secondarily, in bis throwing light upon the increasing 
extra- canonical sources; while at Che same time his straight-going 
theory of imparted nature as in human generation keeps his argument 
in a rather pagan sphere* 

^ Asaimt Htrma. HI. 19 (I, 44S. 449), 
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Ilement of Alexandria (died about aao A, D.V* seldom 
refers to the virgin birth- A sentence from The imtrucior , 1, 6(11, j 20), 
gives very clear evidence ot the increasing exakedness of M^ry, ho^r- 
ever, and of her trend toward deity : 

The universal Father is one, and one the universal Word ; the Holy Spirit 
is ODE and the same everywhere, and one Ja the only virgin mother.^ 

It [^ true that Cleojcnt iui mediately jjrocecds to liken Mary to the 
church, and even to identify her with it in his allegorical cast of think- 
tng; l>ut, neverthelesGf such an utterance serves as aji index of the 
direction in which the current of thought has set. More significant 1e 
Stromata, Vlf, 16 (IT, 551): 

But, as appearS) many even down to our ovn time regard Mary, on 
account of the birth of her child, as having been in [be puerperal Etate, 
although she was not. For some say that afier she bronghi forth she was 
found, when examined, lo be a virgin. Now such, to us, arc the Scriptures 
of the Lord, which gave birth to the irulh and continue virgin in the [conceal- 
ment of the mysteries of the truth.'' 

This illustration, colored by the rather occult sentiment of the "line 
Gnostics," who recognise '* the son of the Omnipotent, not by his flesh 
conceived in the womb, but by his Father's own power," serves lo 
verify the tendency already noted, and 10 indicate the significant pres- 
ence of apocryphal material. Its seeming conflict with the defense of 
physical generation made in SirsmtUa, III, 17 (II, 400), is not to be 
wondered at in treatise that makes no attempt at homogeneity and 
consistency- To the Gnostic the spiritual lesson is everything. Inci- 
dentally we get a few of the underlying facts, and from these, though 
scanty, we must reconstruct, as far as possible, Clement's theory of the 
virgin birth. 

I. It is evident that he was acquainted with both the Johannine and 
the synoptic sources ; and it is equally clear that be was influenced by 
some apocr3'phal source or sources* simitar to the gospel of James. 

a. He believed in the pre-existence — Sfrcm., VI, 15 (II, 508) — as 

'^EUEEBIUS, Chitrck //u^ffr^, BooV V, U, and Bool: VI, 6. 13. 

^CLttHKNTIS ALEIAKnaJM Strffin>jlufri, Lib. VII, cup^ xvii *AXX*, iffJ IsirtK, 
rart rBA^DTs %^l t^^XP* '^' SontT 4Mii^4^ Xfjccli ifi^i ffcd Ttjr toO raitflou y^ntatr oi)K oCaa 

*°&ee neutian oi "Gospel according ta the HcbrtwB," Stwvm^ II, g. 
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also in the real birth o£ Jesus — Sfrcm., Ill, 17 (11, 400); but just how 
much of roitacle the apocryphal sources had ioscilled into his belief, in 
addition to Che miraculous conception of ihe canonical accounts, can- 
not be definitely decided. Judging by S^rom,, VII, 16. he was attracted, 
toward a. belief in the miraculous birih as well as in the miraculoua 
conception. 

3. Clement's increment to the study is noteworthy, inasmuch as 
he is the first of our contributors to look with decided favor upon the 
apocryphal material ; and, while he uses it for illustration chiefly, it is 
nevertheless at the church doors waiting for admission. It had not 
long to wait- In fact, the eiialtation toward deity which with Clement 
begins to be attributed to Mary is undoubtedly due to the influence of 
the apocryphal timieri^tl and the traditions embodied therein. 

IX. Origen"" (1S5-354.) gives frequent statements of the doc- 
trines o£ the virgin birth, including the orthodox, the heretical, and 
whLLt may be called the Gnostic -orthodox. In the first class are suctt 
passages as De Frin., preface (TV, 340) and IT, 6 (IV, sSi) ; Against 
Oisus, I, 7 (tV, 3Qg), and Com. Jno., I, 39, and X, ^3 (IX, JT5, 403); 
and al&o Asainsi Ceiius, II, 25 (IV, 473)1 where the reality of the body 
of Jesus is emphasized in comparison with the mystic entrance of the 
Bpirit of ApoUo into the priestess of the Pythian cave. In the second 
class is the belief of Celsus stated in Against Cehus^ I^ 59 (IV, 4^7); 
and a reference to the common belief of Jesus' contemporaries in Otm. 
Mi., X, 2Q, and /fw., VI, 7 (IX, 4:^7. 355). In the third class there is 
a passage which shows how easily the " true" Gnostic could satisfy 
himself in the matter of Jesus' parentage through his ready idealizicg^ 
and spiritualizing faculty. It serves as an indication of the fact that, 
apart froiri precise historic reality, Ihc semi-Gnostic was able to wor- 
ship Christ as the supreme spiritual ideal, and his liabiiity to error was 
never in the direction of subtracting those things which made for the 
divinity cf Jesus. 

If anyone should lend credence to the gospel according to the Hebrews, 
where the Savior himself saya, '* My mother the Holy Spirit took me just now 
by one o£ my hairs and carriefl rne off to ihe great Mount Tabor," he will have 
to face the diOicuUy of eJ^plalaiiig how the Hoty Spiril can be the mother of 
Christ vhen it was itself brougtit into evistence through the Word. But 
neither the passage nor this difH[:i]ltj i^ hard to ciplaio, Foi if hcwho doBA 
the will of the Father in heavEn is Chriftt's brother aad sister and molher, 
and if rhe name of brother ol Christ may be applied, not on]y to the race of 

^EUSEBITJS, CkureA ffiitory. Yl, 2-4, S, lO, 19, 23, y>. 32, jfl. 
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men, but to beings of diviner nmk tha.u they, tben there is naiLing ah&uTii in 
the Holy Spirit's being his mother^ everyone being his motber who dots the 
wll of the Father in heaven *' {Cam. Jtto., II, 6 [IX, 329}) 

But the statcmcDi oi the theories with respect to the iiatcntagc of 
Jesus i3 mcomplctc without noticing the more distinctively Jewish con- 
tentions which cause On^en to pass over more perceptibly into the 
region of argumeni and reiutaCron. A common Jewish story is repre- 
sented in Against Celsus, I, 28 (IV, 408): 

For he represents him disputing with Jesus, and confuting him, as he 
IhinkSp on many points : iind in Lhc first pUce he accuses hint af having^ 
invented hia birth from a virgin, and upbraids hina with having been born in 
a Jewish village, of a poor woman of the tountry, who gained hei suhaisience 
by spinning, and who was turned out-oE-daoTG by her husbund, a carpenter 
by uade, heciuse she was convicted of aduUery : that after being driven 
atray by her husbtkud, and wandering ^boui for a lime, Ahe disgracefully gave 
birth 10 Jesus, an illegitimate child, who, having hired himself out as a ser- 
vant in Egypt, on account of his poverty, and having there acquired some 
miraculous pnwer^i, on which the Egyptians greatly pride themselves, 
returned to his own couutrv, highly elated <>□ account oE them, and by means 
of these proclaimed himself a god."^** 

Ad elaboration of thia story and its refutation are found in chaps. 
33 and 33 ! 

But let us now leLum to where the Jew is intictiuccd, speaking of the 
mother of Jesus ajhd sayiug that when she was jire^uauL she W2.s turned cut- 
of-doors by the carpenter, to whom she had been betrothed, as having been 
gudCy of adultery, and that she bore a child to a certain soldier named Pan- 

»"ORlClNfS Ctmmmt. in Jetot.^ II, 5: 'Ein U rpoirlml rit tA koB' "EftiaJout 
E^77^£Dr, ipffa a^ht A Zunff ^i^tfir. *AfTt Oia^4 ^ 17 H'^rjjp p^v r£ Ayioy Hmfta h 
fitt/, T^f jpix-^f j^i't fol dr^ffy/i i/t tli tA Spoi rb aiy^ OuS^p' inanoifiian ri^s ^^^^ 

cd XaXeir^» i-p/fTjvdiaat. Ei yA,p 6 iroiur rb 6i\t}tAai roO D<jpiiw roO ir rorf Dipa.pt7t dfe\^ 

t6 tQv Av^pwvbtr 7^ifli, dXXa. koL iri Ti raiirou tfftdrfpa, a^6iii Atotoh tarai iidWoir 
Tdtritt ^jii}/iaTffaOrTiTt fiTfTf&T JipiaraH tit tA roimlm ri 9A^/ia tdO fv rail ^CpuroTt l\arptt, 
tA HiKd/ta ri ^yttr eW; tiTjripa. 

lii^f aOroOr^i/ 4t rapdinv-j^vtati'. Srtiit[tii^ afrrQ KalirlTV it KiJunjs aOrfiv 'Vfvay^j'aL 
lovZai'tr^ty Mil Awt yvroitciit iyx.'^p^'y*^ '1' T^wj^^t, ral j^^fpa^iS&t ^tja"! S' n^ijp Kit frfi 

\Jxet, in in&\Tj&itifii i/vA tqG dffl^i, ko-I rXxfu^^pij dTJ^uui atirtiii/ iyinnjoe T&y litro^n, 
Kal 6ri uWot it^ Tfniar e^f Afyirarap /uaSapii-fytaS K&Ket Sutdiir^v riiruB TtipaStU, itp'' nit 
AlyiTTTioi atfiiv^iv^riAi, iTmr^'\€ep ^ -raTr Svpift*'* 1^^ ^pofSii', it»l St' a^dp Mv air^r 
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thcra;"^ and kt us see whether those who have blindly concocted these 
fahles aboul the adulterj- oE the Virgin vilh Panthera and her rejection hy 
the caipeniei did noi invent iheiie Jitories to overturn his mirac^uTons concep- 
tion by the Holy Ghost : for they could have falaiRed the history in a different 
manner, on accnani of Us cxtremply miracnlous charHcier^ and not have 
admitted, aa ii were against their will, that Jesua was bom of do ordinary 
human marriage. Lt was to be expected, indeed, that those who would not 
believe the miraculous birth of Jesus vrouid invcut some falsehood. And 
their not doing this in a credible manner, but their preserving the fact that it 
was not by Joseph thai the Virgin conceived Jesus, rendered the falsehood 
very palpable to those who can understand and detect such inventionSp Is it 
at all agreeable tn reason that he who dared to do so much for the human 
race in order that* as far as in him lay, all the Greclcs and barbarians who 
were looking for divine condemnation might depart from evil and regulate 
their entire conduct !□ a manner pleasing to the Creator of the world, should 
not have had a miracalous birth, but one the vilest and most disgraceful of 
all 7 And 1 will ask of thciu nit Greeks, and particularly of Ce1su5, who 
either holds or not the sentimentE of Plato, Mid at any rate quotes them, 
whether he who sends souls down into the bodies of men, degraded him who 
wa9 to dare such mighty acts, and to teach so many men, and to reform so 
many from ihe mass of (vickedness in Che world, to a birth mote disgraceful 
than any other, and did not rather introduce him into the world through a 
lawful marriage. Or, is it not more in conformity with reason that every 
soul, for certain mysterious rcascna {I spe^k now accurdinjg [o Lhc Dpinions 
of Pythagoras and Plato and Empedocles, whom Cdeus frecjuently names), 
ii introduced into a body and introduced according (o ita deserts and former 
actions P It is probahle, therefore^ that this soul also which conferred more 
benefit by Its residence in the flesh than that of many men (to avoid prejudice 
I do not say "a]r')i stood in need of a body not orvly superior to others, but 
invested with all eiccellent qualities ? (33) , , . , By act of adultery between 
PanLhcia and the Virgin ? Whvi from such unhallowed intercourse there 
must rather have been brought some tool to do injury to mankind— a teacher 
of licemiousness and wickedness and other evils, and not of temperance and 
righteousness and the other virtues ! '°* 

"^ Celsvs'i Etatement of the inlidelity of Mory, HfUming that thfi fLther of Jeaiu 
WdJ a BoJdier, by name Puith^ra, appcora also in the Talmud, where the aimc is IraaS' 
liierated into Panilera, J. Aemitagb Robinson {Text and Sludifi, Vol. T, No. J, 
p. 35) thinks that Lhi£ name l& aimplj a Greek anag^ruTi qd the word vtLp&irtiS. aimilai to 
" lhc lllciarv tricka of thai time.'* "EveiyLklng that wc know of the dijguiatiLS ol 
tlie seconii cemury agre« wkh the belief that at thiat period rhe virginity of Marywis 
a port ol the formuEat^d Chmtiaa belief, Nar need ve heEitate, m view of the 
antiquity of tbc Panthera fable, to give the doctrine a place In the creed of ArlstEdes<" 

'^ORirKMs Contra Cthum. I, .^2 • 'AAXi ybji ^ittf\Giaiu¥ tU rijv rav "li'flaiou 
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Orlgea's polemic tactics in ihis passage are as good as his informa- 
tion and defense are imperfect in the followliig : Against Celsus, T, 37 
<IV, 412): 

But as a further answer to the Greeks, who do not believe in the binh of 
JcEUS from a virgin, wc have to say that the Creator has shown by the genera- 
lion of several kinds of aoimals thai wbal he has done in the e^iscence of one 
aainial he could da [f il pleased h[iii In that of Dtlicrs^ and al^o uf maji him- 
self. For it is ascertained that there is a certain female animal which has no 
intercourse with a male, as writers on animaU say Is the ca^e with vultures, 
u»d that this anima] without sexuat intercourse preserves the succession of 
race. What incredibility is theren therefore, in supposing that, if God wished 
to send a divine toaeher to the human race, hi^ caused him to be born in some 
manner different from the common way? Nay, according to the Greeks 
ihemselves, all men were not born of a man and voman* For, if tbc world 
has been created, as many even of the Greeks are pleased lo admit, then the 
first men must have beea pioduccdj not from sexual intercourse, but from 
the earth, in which spermatic elements existed : which, however, I consider 
more incredible than that Jesuii was born bke other men so far as regards 
the halE of his birth. And there is no absurdity in employing Grecian hb- 

^|J9Q^Ja^rii»^ltTavca, ik^yx^^^o. itii taix^^ laZ tIktovoil drd TLror c7pi\iiToii HntQiipa 

riai^'J^ nal rhr T^xrom ^^itnfitttrar S^yri)* ToOrit rdrra di^rXufa' iwl mOaipioti tjji 

rtf^pa rapdSo^av T^f loToplav tal /lij o/jirtptl Amtririiif rvyxtirtiSiaffitt flri cCk arb 
fi/r^oif ^i/6piLiroti ydfxair A I^iTDtir ^pffifQi;, fraj tLfciXoLitfA* yt ^v tq^i fLpf firjuamffefi^ 
FvvsT% vapa5{)ini ytr^trti toO lijao^ rli-dtraL ti ij/tG5oi' rb It u.i} TiOawQs ai>T«DE rflijra 
roiijtryu dX\d furA ro& rij^crai Jhi oOk AhA roi} 'I'l/ffijip irapBtvot crvi^X^^v Tip 'I7iro0^, 
Toij dsodrif niLi iXiyx^'-'' ^'ojr'KdtrfLaTa Suva/irmit ^k-i^ryit ijr ^fOics. apay^p tCfiayair 
ri* TO>roi>Ta inrip rov yitcuv TiHv dvOptiriJf ToX^iTjo-aiTa, Ua rb 6car ^' aE^ry rdrrti 
KAX^viT Kal ^dp^o^ot Kplatu Belar rpoffSoir-^aiTfT ATraoTiiiei pJv t^f Arax^ar rdrra St 
rpdrTiatriif dpefKArfun t^ rvirSSmw Zj)fMiivp~ftf, wttpdlo^tr ftif fti} iirx7]KJyai yitnvi-v iraavir 
dt VEi^fttik impaMfLur^T^t real ataxi^TJlv \ ipui Si uitvpbr'EWjjvai tal ji^Xurra. KAtd't 
•Fr* ^foi^vin-a ihT /i^, v\i}ii riLpariffifitPai' rh HXdrajtvf apa A KaT<Iw4^ifff>^P ^vx^' ^t 
ArdpiinQit 'Ti^iAOTA rty TotraCra To^^if^uiTa Kal Toat^ouj AtJld^fTA ftil £ir& t^ ^irffntil 
T^l jiard rf/p no^iciar urrarr^DPrn ro^^o^r dv^pi^tiiv iirl rity ratrUft alrxpoT^pit-v f4vEiriir 
&9rt^ tfrjS^ Sik'yd.ii.iai' ypT^JM* a^^» tUaynyiiv tft tAo riir dv&pdrrvr^Lr; ^ tAkoy^trepop 
ifLdrrvji^ ^ii^ch" 'tord Ttms dTTofi^'^rifVi XAyovs {kfyw 3* ravrv, rur mtri 7l.ij9ay6paw ral 
QAdTura ral 'E^reOoirX^a, ovi rcWixn Cifiiuaircv A EAo-oi), fiaspiKii/vTtr ffiifiari iiar* 
d^tftf iiffHpli^cl6at JtaJ icara t& vp&rtfa ^Btj; flf:hi oAv gat mir^r t^^i 'f'vjf^fju, ttoWCjv 
itt^ fti) fi'yapird^ii' ^onwy ^^uy TdtTut) d-w&pd/Tii/v tlnfitXiitii/T^fiar ry fiiip rti'*' dwOpd/wtuF 

ret •rAirriitv «/M[TTaMii,'4_^^ : A.vt YlavBiipa fioiy^rtaairra^ leal wapBiirait /laixf^fiff^^ : 'Ek 
y^ TQtobTidf dydyyt^y f/l^evv Hn ^aXXo*' dwinirAi' rc^v, Ketl /ri^Xa/?^ loTt dy9pi^ir9it 
liidri\rKa\iiv dtskaatai KtU d^mitti nal J^r Jvfi^^^^r KVcQr ytr^$v v^Z Si rvippgv6ints /oX 
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tones lo answer Greeks with a view to showing chat we are not the only per- 
sons who bavp recourse lo niira.cu]cu5 narratives of this tind. Forborne 
have [bought £l, not in regard lo ancient a.nd heroic narratives, but in regard 
to events of very recent occurrence, to relate a& a poisible thing thai Piato'^a 
naa the son of Amphklioac. Arislou being prevented fium havLug marital 
inteTCEiuTse with bis wtEe until she had given birth lo Lira with whom she was 
pregnant by Apullo. And yet these are veritable fables, which have led lo 
the invention of such sturiea concerning a man whortj they rej^arded as pos- 
sessing greater wisdom and power than the multitude, and as having received 
the be^inmng of his corporeal aubstaace from belter and diviner elements 
than others, because they tbcught that this was appropriatu to persons wbo 
were too great to be human bcinga. Aud siiicc CcLsua Las introduced the 
Jew disputing with Jesus and Cearing in pieces, aa he imagines, the fiction of 
his birth from a virgin, compariag the Gicek fables about Daaae,"* and 
Melanippe,'°^ and Auge,'"'' and Antiope,'°^ our answer is that such language 
becomes a buffoon, and nnt one who is writing in a serious tone/"" 

"^ 427-347 B- C "" Made prcgnapl by Jupiter by mcane of a golden ahowcr. 

""Made pregnniit bj Hippotes, and gave birlh to /Eclns, raetamorphoaed inLa a 
mare auiJ plated amon^ the Bi.ar3, 

"^ DaughCci dE AIciu ol Tcs^^^r ^''^i mother of Tdcphua by Ucrculc&i 
■n The mothor □£ Aathion bv Jupiter. 

■"'OarceNls Cou/ra Ceisum, I, 37 : "En bi TpAi 'EX^v"" XktAk, dT«5oCrt(H r^ 
ht WLft^iitii ifffJatL TiO ^ZyjiraC, Sri 3 ^jffuai/p-yfn Jt t^ rCiy roiKtXtiw f^brv -yrii^irti iSci^f 

tHi A-i^Bpiiraiv. ei'plifsrrai 64 tem tQu £^up ff^Xta, /ifr I'xoytii &^f)t\ioi aonniivliiv, rlrf ul 
rtpi ^i^uf ii/ttypd'-f/^yrts \f-iBvtJi irepl yv-^l^y Kul 7oi>T9 t6 Jvc X"P'' ftl^if^i fi^^ti t^v 

Tip yivei TUB iiitffulurtitv irrrDl^<rf«i AvtI rrrtpftaTiKoS \6yov, toG ^h fit^tbiv th^L' d^^^wn 
rati yvrat^i, [irai-^cu] AAX^ Tft^jiip 7f^ir['ot r^y \iryiir tvv Te^9Tjtfofi^ioii i n^l abt' 

T6i iarit h jrArjut^ cifi xtd xqWoX^ "^W'^uiav liptffri', dudynrj -rofti irptiTari fiij {k airvoitatra 
ytyop^tat AW ArA y^, TrcpfiariK^P \6yup inrrrirrbn' if t^ 7^' Sirip dF^a; iiapa,^o^^ 
Tt(K? tlyai TO^ ^f iffdaoui Auaiwt rait Xotn-oTi At^pitiroa ytir4ff@a.i rb/ 'Ii/ffvCy. vA^ir 9* 
Atottov TjpAs fiWijvaf tai K^XifMcac? l:TToplat% [^^p^^d'airt'ai, Ita jiij iaxiifiMv fi^Hn r^ ira/ia- 
iof^ liTTOpl^ TSifTU K€XP'i'^fit- ' E3o(t ydp ritrtr av rtpl dpx^^*'f^ tii-Cv laropiQp koI 
ijptvitLli' dXXd Kol Ttpt Tii^v x^^^ "^^ JTptiij* yevopJi'uii' ^tor/pd^at ils ZufStTift Jn nal 
TS\iThtv Ari T^T 'A/i^ifTifiinji 'y4y/t\itj Ki-i\vH4vras to5 'Afiltrrupat ailfj ffvpf^ffeii/^ (aw 
ttiTDJ't'l^fEi T^r ^ 'Ari'Xynfot ffmpiyr*. dX\^ rit/ra fj,iii i\ijSiji fivQoi, mi^raiTtt tit 
rii liravT^duai TviQvrii 71 xtpt li^Spos^ Ay iif^itt^y fAtl^ava rOv tuXXOl* l^^i^i-Ta atuj/itti' ml 
l^visuv fai ArA KfHirriH^v tal ifrarfpuf tWEpfid-Tau rija Apx^v i-^v rrvartitTfajs toO atifiiiTat 

cfiT-^vavc i9'aXf76;(tvoy r^ 'lir^aT Koi diaaHpoma riiy, lIt oteTai, tipajriraiijan' rfjc ^k ra^i?^ 
mo ytP^iTfiii a&raUy ipipoina Tai>( 'EVXi^pfj^Dr^T /lOSov^ -irfpl AatdTjt Kat MeXavirrijt rat 

^p Tj tlira77eMf , 
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In Against Ceisus, I, 39 (IV, 413), mention is made of the sarcastic 
inquiry of Celsus as ro ju?t why God decided to have intercourse with 
tbis particular woma^n, but in the opinion of Origen such an irreverent 
qucatiou meriis no reply. There is an argument in Against Celsus, II^ 
6g (IVt 459)1 based upon the burial of Jesus in the new tomb, to show 
that by analogy it was fitting lor him to be conceived, not by ordinary 
generation, but of a virgin. 

As would be expected, Oiigen's argument in defense of the virgin 
birth causes him to make the ordinary appeal to proptccy, which he 
regards as being minutely predictive,^" The Immanuel passage is 
used in Against Celsus^ I, 34, 35 (IV, 410 ff,), where from his linguistic 
BtndJea Origen decides that nDb?- which the Septuagini translates 
mz^^epoc, means technically avirgin, as ra substantiated, in his opinion, 
by Deut. t^-ii, 24. But by referring to Prov. 30: 19 and Cant, t : 8 
we are led to believe that his deduction was made upon too narrow a 
basia. Probably the best translation tor Isa. 7; 14 is "the young 
spouse." 

The distinctive use of the New Testament is found in the relics 
which we have of Origen's commentaries on Matthew and John. In 
the former, Books VI, 7,andX, 17 (IX, 357, 4J4)»tccating o£ the opinion 
of Jesua* contemporaries as expressed in Matt. 13: ss f£., where Mary 
and the carpenter snd his brotheis are mentioned by name and his 
sisters referred to, he says: 

But soine ^ay, basing it od a tradition in the goEpel according to Peter, as 
t is eniitled, or the book of James, that the brethren of Jeaus were aon^ of 
Joseph by a furmer wife, whom he married before Mary. Now those who 
say £o wish to preserve the honoT of Marj- in virginity lo the end, so that 
that bod/ of hera which was appoinied to mirtiater to ihe Word which said : 
*'The Holy Ghost shall come upomhee, etc.," might not know iniertouiSE with 
man after that the Holy Ghost came into her, and the power from on high 
overshadowed her. And [ think it in hannony with reason that Jesus was 
the first fiuil among men of the purity which i:unsi&i3 in cliastity, and Mary 
among women ; for it were not pioos Co ascribe to any other Chan to her the 
first fruit of yirginily.'" 

'"E.g., Agemxt OtsHT, I, 37 (IV, ^12), 

'"ORlGtMS Com. Matt^ X. T^; ^a/rf t^j^i fjpai ix vipaS^fuc 6p^l6ja(I'(H rpLp 

yvi^inii6s. ffvi'^ifvif'at a»V^ rph r^? iinplitt. Ol Zi faVrn 'Xiyovrta tA i^iwftv t^t Mo,piai 
^f TV^Gcwl^ TrjptiF vdf(pi T^obi 0o6\otTtLi, tta fi^i T& Kpt9ir iKtiifo o^/io, fuco^i^ad^i 
rtf ei-a6yTi Airft^. Hmufta Ayitr k, t. ^, "i'V "oirT/F dwdfibi fjtT^ rb iwiKSaf it dirr^. 
lli^ijfia Srfmv^ lai ji}}/ intsniax^Jta. itflrp S^ifQ-t^iv i^ ^^0lrI. ialoZ*tai \iiytt (x'^"-, ipJpfl^ 
tUif PiadoiifiTJiTos r;^i ir ivvirv Anapx^' yEyorivai rir 'ijioaOi', yiiyami^v ii rj}r Afoptdu. 
Od yip t^jj/jor, i.\\Y}v nBfi' intlrrjt riiy dirapx^f r^s wapSttlat iTiyd^air6n.i. 
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Tn this passage Origen dearly accepts as agreeable with his own 
UiinSting the tradition of the peipelual virginity ot Mary given in the 
gospel of James, while he differs from those mho by their qtiestiocs 
recorded in Matt. 13 ; 55 evidenllv thought J esuE to be the son of Joseph. 
But just what does Origen mean by Jesus' being the first (rnit among 
mer of the purity which consists in chastity, and Mary's being the same 
among women ? With regard to Jesus he seems to express it as a 
reasonable opinion that he was the first man bore in purity, i. ^,, whose 
conception and birth were chaste. Impurity and unchaslity entered 
into the generation of all others. In the case of Jesus this purjty 
was the resuTt of the miraculous conception by the spirit of God, and 
his miraculous birth as related in the gospel of James, for the birth 
there described is free from pollution such as attended every other 
birth, and the virginity of Mary is preserved intact. But does Origen 
assert a like birth for Mary herself? It is tnore probable that he 
intends to give Mary only a somewhat similar place of purity among 
women^ not asserting a virgin birth for her, but. in accord with the 
gospel upon whose representation he has already commcDted^ aacrib' 
ing to her superior chastity in her birth and upbringing. This is the 
impression given by the protevangelium, where the most remarkable 
child Mary Is born to the aged Jo^chini and Anna, not of lust, but as 
the child of prayer, and is carefully shielded from all impurity. Simi- 
lar births of male children are recorded in the Old Testament, but 
Mary is the first ivoman of whom we have such a record. Thus the 
influence of the p rote vange hum of James or of some similar tradition 
Is very evident in shaping the thought and expression of Origen in 
this passage. 

There is a reference lo John 2:21 in Cam.t X, 23 (IX, 403), where 
the query is raised as to whether **the temple of his body '^ means "the 
body which he received from the Virgin^ or that body of Christ which 
the church is said to be/' And the leaping of the Baptist in the womb 
of Elizabeth Is taken to attest "his divine conception and birth/' 

Having dealt with the statements of the virgin birth and Origen's 
appeal to Scripture, especially prophecy and the gospels, we come to 
the ultimate theological position of Origen on the question. De 
rrindpiis, I, 2, 4 (IV, 747): 

For those cbildrea of axzn which appear among us< or iboac desceadants 
of other living beings, correspond to ihe seed of those by wham ihey were 
begotten, or derived from Ihusc mothers in wtcse wombs they ace formed 
and nourished, wha.tever that 15 which they bring into this life and carry 
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with them when they are bom. But it is moastrous and unlawful to com- 
pare God the Father, in ihe generation ai his ouly begoiien Sun, and in the 
substance of the samC) to any man or other living thing engaged in such an 
act ; for we umsi of necessity hold that there is something exceptiorfll and 
worthy o£ God which doea not admit of any compariaoo ai all* not merely in 
things, but which cannot even be conceived by thought or discovered by 
perception, so that a human mind should be able to apprehend how the 
unbegotten God is made the father of ibe only begotten Son. Because his 
generation ia a^ eieniil and everlasting as the bnUiaucy which is produced 
From the sun. For it is not by receiving tbe breatl^of life that he h made a 
■on, not by any outward aci, but by his own narure.^'J 

Although Origen is not here dealing directly with the virgin birth 
as such, but rather with the problem of the creation of the pre-eiistent 
Son of God, still what be has to saj' has a double bearing upon the 
virgin birth; first, in that it flatly repudiates the thesis of TertnlUan 
and others of the Fathers, that a god is bom of a god, and that the 
laws which holil in the matter of human generation and offspring 
must be oDnnaiive in the sphere of Ihe divine. Oo the contrary, 
Origen, in a very laudable way, lifts the whole matter out of the realm 
of human parallel and says that, as when the sun first e?cisted its rays 
went forth, so when God first existed (if such a time can be conceived) 
then inevitably the Son existed also. This idea has its bearing upon 
the virgin birth in freeing it from any thought of a nature imparted 
to Jesus, and in the second place makes the virgin birth an iocarnalioc 
purely."* 

The material of Origen is vflluable for this studyof the virgin birth 
in that it indicates what were the counter- stories in vogue among the 
Jews; that the Greek myths and the story regarding the virgin birth of 
Plato were widely discarded, while the virgin birth of Jesus was still 

■■^OiLTGfiMS^f I*rincifiib.l. il,4: "Quoniam hi qui videntur apud no& hominum 
Glii, vel caeterarum animAlLam, semini florum a quibus iftmlrati fiunt rcbpondent, vel 
CAram quAnim in utcro lormantar ac DTitriuiitar, tihbenl ex hia quicqulii illud est quod 
hi hu^em hanc asiumunt ac dcEcrLinL processuri. Infandura auiem ?st ct niidtnm, 
Deiim pilrem in generatinne uaigenili liiij aui mqHP in .subscalcnlia ejus exaequart 
idicui vcl hDHLEUum id alioium anijuantluta geacrantj : sed Decease csl aliqkiid except 
torn esK Deoquc dignum. cu! nulla prurtus comparaCio noa in rebua solnm, sed ne Ln 
cogitatjone qaid^m, vel ;entu invenire potest, ut hamana cogitatio pafisiE sppieh^adBre 
quomodo ingenitua Deua p&1?r ef£ci|ur unigeaiti Glii. Eat namque ila actemB ae 
spjDpiLetna generatiu sicuL splendor geaeiatur ei lane, Noii cuim per ddupUoueia 
fiptrjiuE liliuft (it HtrinEGODE, sed nitura hhufi esV 

"* For the Gnostic refincmfrit nf the intamario!i see De PrxHcifiiis, U.t [IV. iSa), 
vb.«Tf the union of Iht prp-eiiitent Son wilh ^v^^ prior \.o the littfr^q B^sumplion oi 
a bodyleiieiu the dIfKeulty □! God a miagUng witb matter. 
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generally maintamcd ; that the rcsorl lo prophecy was Himilar to that 
of former apologists, but with a show of more scholarship; thdt the 
myatic aad spiritual import of the fact was, as would be natural from 
the Gnostic standpoint, of relatively the gpreatest importance ; and that 
Ihia same spiriLual sense freed the concept from some of its former 
grossnesa, and pUccd it beyond the realm of cxpUoation ; while at the 
same time the virgin birth was an imporlant witness to the true nature 
of him whOj being pre-existenl as the Son of God, nevertheless sub- 
mitted to this wonderful incarnation. " His binh from the Virgin and 
his life so admirably lived showed him lo be more ihaa a man" (G^m. 
in loanNcmt \. 34, [EX, 315]). 

1. In the matter of the aonrces for the virgin -birth atory OrJgCB shows 
that there vas no extra-canonLcal account to which the Jews in their bit- 
ter calumny could appeal, and that therefore they were forced lo apply 
theii inventive and spiEeful genius to the canonical sources. All of the 
apocryphal sources were a heightening rather than a toning down or 
denial of the miraculous in the canonical accountSn That the heretics 
made use of these apocryphal elaborations is made quite probable from 
Against C/isi/Af I, 28 (IV, 408). In this passage there seems to be a 
heretical use of some gospel or gDSpels that narrated the miraculous 
doings of Jcsua while in Egypt. (See, tf. ^^ Pseu do- Matt hew, chaps, tg— 
24,) As for Origcn himself, his chief appeal is to the canonical stories, 
but at the same time his references to the Gospel of the Hebrews and of 
Peter and oE James, and his rather glad acceptance of the material 
which they afford, indicate the growing favor which the apocryphal 
g05[iels were receiving. 

3. Origcn'a belief in the pre-esistence of Christ as the Word Is 
clearly statedf as is also the humiliation of the advent as taught by Paul. 
He believed in the miraculous conception and in the virgin birth as a 
real birth, and yer he exalted the whole matter above the rightful field 
for man's investigatioa and uudeiatanding, making it a more profound 
fact by far than the straight -going logic of Tcrtulliaii had assumed. 
Origen held to a combination, but hardly a harmonization, of the 
Johannine Logos philosophy and the simple account of the infancy 
sections of Matthew and Luke; and in this combination the Logos 
philosophy was the predominant factor. 

3. The item of chief importance contributed by Origen is his indi- 
cation of the growing acceptance of the apocryphal view oE the chastity 
of Mary as emphasized in the teaching of her perpetual virginity. 
This gradual advance upon the position of Clement of Alexandria is 
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what would be expected in the case of so severe an ascetic as Origen, 
^.□d we shouEd therefore beg^uarded against oredking the apocryphal 
sources with loo wide ao influcEce among Christians who were unaf- 
fected bj the Gnostic philoaojjhy. 

X, Htppolvtus (flourished 198-239)."^ The extant writings of Hip- 
polytus stale the theories of the virgin birth with great frequency and 
variety- Most of the views, however, are those that have already been 
noticed in oiher apologists and polernists."* Among the less familiar 
views is that oE the Scthians : 

The Saa . . . . ia the shape ^f a serpent entered into a womb iu order 
that he miffbt be able to recover that Mijid which is Lhe scintillation from 
the light.''' 

The Sethians had formed a threefold philosophy based upon light, 
spirit, and darlcnesst as the three fundamental elements. Light LS that 
which is superior and above, darkness is its opposite, and spirit is 
between the two. Jesus came into human life to redeem the mind, 
which is light, encircled in the darkness of flesh. The Greek sophist 
Monoimus say? : 

The Sou of Man , . . , has been geperated fram the ptrfeci man, whom 
no one knew; every creature who is ignorant of the Son, however, forms an 
idea of him as the offspring of a woman {Rffutatiofi of Alt Heresies. Vf IT, 

e[\, iji]). 

Noetus expresses the Fatripasalan theory wbidi found Favor with the 
contemporary Roman bishops and served to make them odious to 
Hippolytns. The longer statement of this theory is in IX, 5 (V^ 137), 
but the shorter one in X, 23 (V, 14S) gives the gist of the matter : 

And this heretic also alleges that the Father is unhegotten when be is 
nut generated, but be^otLeu when he Is born of a viigim 

There is an interesting belief recorded in IX, 9 and 25 (V^ 133, 148), 
showing how the Pythagorean influence had determined the theory of 
a certain heretic Elchasai, who 

"•EUSEBIUS, Ckureh Ifistaryi^ Book VI, 21. 

"■Orthodox statement ^^fA/af^ii™ of Alt ihrrdeu VlIT, 10: X, 29 {V, i^i, 
152); Com, on Dan., [J1.6 nrd 93 (V. J^Qp ^SS); UomHifi^W (V, 239)- Againti 
^at/HJ, IV (V, 225)^ and Cam. J*rov. jV, 174}. Espccijilly emphasising the reaLitf 
of IcauE^ birdi, Rejulation of All /firesies, VI. 4 (V, 75); Valeiuioiaa and Gaostic 
viflw£ = J?/f. Alt Her,. VI, 30,31; VI Jl, a (V. SS, go, irS); CBipccrfl.r« = VII. 20 
(V, 113); Ccrinthai = ViI, 2ii X, 17 (V, 114, 147); Ebionitca = Vll, 23 (V, 114}; 

T]ieodoiufi = VII. i3; X, jg(V, IH, 147): Apelles=VII. afi : X, 16 (Y, 115, 14»); 
Harais = VI. 4b(V, 97); Doceiic = VIII, 3 (V, no). 

*'^ Refu^atian of All Hsrtsiis. V, H ; X, 7 (V, fifi, Ifl3j. 
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asserts that Christ was bom a man in the same way as coinmoTi tr> all, and 
that Chriat wis iioi for the Hrsl time on earth when bom of a v^rgia, but that 
both previously Euid that frequently again he had be«n bom and would be 
born. Cbiibt would thus np^n^^ and exjiit amon^ as tram ume lo ttme, 
undergoing alterations of bifth, and having his soul trnjisfcrrcd from body to 
body. 

Then fi Daily there is the JevUh belief 

tb;it hi£ generation will be from the stock of David, but not from a virgin 
and the Huly Spirit, but from a woman and a man, accoiding as Ji ia a rule 
for all to be pr{>created fiom seed [RtfutatioH cf Alt Uarasias, IX, 25 [V, 

From the material above cited and quoted we may leara with whit 
variety and iB coanectloti with what professedly philosophic vagaries 
the doclfine of the virgin birth was set forth. Had more of the writ- 
ings of Hippolylus been preserved, wc should undoubtedly be even 
more impressed with this facl^ which means that the theological vatua- 
tioD of the doctrine steadily increased from what was in apostolic times 
a negligible quantity to what was now conceii/ed to be of the most 
serious theological import. In the formulation of the church's bdief, 
whether that most commonly accepted 01 that peculiar to the heretical 
sector this doctrine, in some form or other, negative or positive, was 
sure to appear. 

In examining the support which Hippolytus adduces from the 
Scriptures for the orthodox theory of the virgin birth we must, because 
of the fragmentary character of his writings, be satisfied with a more 
superficial defense than was ottered by his great predecessors. No uae 
is made of the Immauuel prophecy] but DanieJ, Proverbs, and Psalms 
arc the chief Old Testament authorities to which appeal is made. Prov. 
g :i, "Wisdom hath Luildcd her house," Is taken lo mean that Christ, 
the wisdom and power of God, took his covering of f^eab from the 
Virgin, A fanciful comment is given on Cant. 4:16, "Awake, O 
northwind; and come th on, south. Blow upon my garden that the 
spices [hereof may flow out ": 

As Joseph was delighted with these fipiceSj he is designated the king's 
son by God ; as the virgin Mary was anointed with them, she conceived the 
Word^^'"(V, J76), 

In the comment on Dan. 3 : 26 there i£ a statement of the pre-eilstence 

*■!* HrpPOLVTUS, In Caifieum Centi<emm, 4 m6: "Hib aronifttibas cum obLecta- 
taE c5Kt ]oBcpli, filim Regia a Deo dcsigaettur. Hi^ Vir^fo Marta cum uncta caaet, En 
ventic luo conccpit VerhuuL" 
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and activity of Christ before the virgin birth- There is also an obscure 
remark in the Commeniary oti iht Psaims {V, 170) : 

But the L(ird nas withoal sin, made of imperishable woud as regard!^ his 
humanity; that is, of the Virgin and the Holy Ghost inwardly, and outwardly 
of the Word of GqA. like an ark overlaid with purest gold.*"^ 

The main object here seems lo be to show the purity of Jesus' concep- 
tion. Bn! what can be meant by Jesus^ being made of the Virgin and 
the Holy Ghost inwardly and of the Word of God outwardly? The 
reverse statement would have been more easy of apprehension. 
Whether there 13 any serious theological concept at the basis ot this 
Gimiljtnde ot Jesus to the ark, or whether the simibtude is earned out for 
its own sake and on this account, the Word^ as being the more precious 
and correspondicg^ to the gold of the ark, is given an external pl^ce 
in ihe ontography of Jesus, is difiicult to say, because at most the pas- 
sage is only a, fragmentary and fanciful comment on a. Hebrew poem> 
It, however, the passage be taken at all seriously, it wtll be seen to 
teach that the Spirit and the Virgin produced the humanity of Jesus 
(;'. i., the Spirit i,s the cause of the conception of Jesus the human 
being, but docs not impart divinity to his nature), and the Word is 
the divine element existing in union with this humanity. Eut it 
should be borne in mind that the primary emphasis of the passage is 
upon the purity and sinlessness of Jesus.''" 

The theological deductions from the virgin birth arc clear and uni- 
form. It look place in order (hat God might create anew Che first- 
formed Adam : Dan.,^i\^ ^14 (V,iS9) ; RcfutaHon of Ail HcrtsUi,!^^ 
29 (V, 153); Frm. 30:29 (V, 175). In order to do this, the first-born 
God must be manifested in union with a tirst-born man : C&m. Li/k^, 
2:7(7,194); mmiim,^Y,%z (V, =34). and VII. § i (V, J39);Ca«. 
Psalm., 109, no (V, 170), "that by uniting his own power with our 
mortal body, and by mixing the incorruplibiewith the corruptible and 
the strong with the weak»he might save perishing* man/'™ Antichrist^ 
4 (V, 205), and Against I^oetus, 17 (V, 230). But the most compre- 

im HirPOLYTi.'S, /« Psa/rrtum A'-tV/,- 'O Si K^ioj ^Ki^df riji-of flr, fg f Si* ip-^wra^ 

are gaLhcjcd from quotaEions by TlLLOnoaET Jn hi£ /niVj^ adiI Second DtaUgMe.) 

"sSeealtc CDmmenls on Pes. JO9. lia (V, I'jo), and I^ati, 30:^9 ff., IrB^Uagal ihe 

Srst iLPd accoad Adaoi \ and meager New Testaincul icfercnteB (V, 2ij» 236). 

™ HiproLVTUE, Dt Christc ei AntkkristBi IV r "Oir«i trxryttppluas r* flpjjrir i^^flr 
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hensive single atatement is given in Fragment S oi the Treatise againsi 
Btr&najid Helix (V, 234): 

But ihe pious confession nf the believer is thai- wiih a view to our ral- 
vatioti mid in order to cooncct Ihc universe with unchan^cablenesSt the Cre- 
aior oF all things incorporaied with himselT a raiiona] soul and a sensible 
body from the all-boly Mary, ever virgin by an undefilcd conception, withoul 
change, and was made man in nature, hut separate from wjckednesE ; the same 
wai perfect God and the same wa5 perfect man ; the a^mc was in nature at 
once perfect Cod and man.'" 

In Hi|]polyiiis, then, we find, the greatest I'ariely of theories of the 
virgin birlh, a superficial resort to scijptural dttcfitation, aad a, clcai 
con/iction that such a birth was necessary for the restoration lo God of 
fallen and corrupt man. Mary is "aii-hoiy " a£ well as " ever virgin," 
arid her importaQce in the divine economy may be judged from the 
Impartance and greatness of the redemptive work undertaken by God 
through her sacred inatruiucutallly. 

I. In addition to the canonical a^ccotints Hippolytus used some 
such apocryphal sources as the gospel of James or the gospel oE 
Thomas,'" This is evidenced by his expressions of '* ever virgin " and 
"all-holy," and in general by the enaltedness ascribed to Mary. 

I. In the passages which beat upoQ the virgin birth Hippolytus 
asserts the pre-cjiislcnce of Jesus more than a dozen times. He goca 
even beyond the philosophy of John when he says that " the Creator of 
all things iDCorporated with himself a rational aoui and a sensible body 
from the all-holy Mary, ever virgin," etc. Thus, as so often, the idea 
expressed in the prologue of John, because better calculated to support 
the divinity of Jesus, becomes the controlling factor in the representation 
of the advent ot Christ, It will be seen that, while Hippolytus accepts 
Origen's trichotomous description o! Jesus, he holds that both soul and 
body were assumed from Mary, whereas Origen held the soul was sup- 
plied OS a medium whereby to reduce the harshness of the incarnation 
of God, the divine spirit. 

"' HiFTOiYTtrs, Con/^d Beronem tt IMktmtmy VTTT : 'AXX' A^tfl^T iyoXoyj? 

i»mi)-twtrflT ^OLT^ ^fixh^ wept* pxrh, \i.\aihfi\^l> pii^Toi, -fiy^ref rfj^^jwrfli ^^a «wioi 
dXX^P^oi, ^XoT dft\ 6 JiMit, Htil SKai irBptinros 6 air^s. ffJun G^s htmC iftieti nal dif,(HtfTPi 

"■Thiit Hippolytus u=cd the gospel of Thomfls ace PAi/as., V, 7 : E* t^ hhtA 
Bufi&s irifpaipan^vifi tiia-YyeMitf Tafia.6i56aai \iyQrTVS oESrurs. 'E/U & ^1^7 ^ijati iv 
n^lloit A.Ti irati' ivri iictt yap iu t^ 15' al^tv gftu^p^vo^ fpavrptrnfUKi. 
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3- Hippo]y!u5 i5 of significance chiefly in showing how the 
apocryphal literature which, in its exaEtaiion of Mary, served Cleraeni 
as attractive illustraLioUi and appealed to Origen as being in accord 
with reason, Found unquestioned acceptance and unhesitating^ ii3C- 

XJ. CvphiAN"^ (bishop o£ Carthage, martyred 358) makes fre- 
quent quotation of prophecy and also of the gospel story, but ail that 
he comments on or uses in any sigiiificanL way is confined to three 
references. Two of these, Episiies, J2, §5 (V, 3S0], and Tr£a/ts^s,6, 
§ ri (V, 468), contain merely the statement o£ the virgin birth involv- 
ing the pre-existence o£ Christ, as the Word and Son of God, who by 
the co-operation of the Holy Spirit entered a virgin and mingled with 
mao in the birth, thus becoming a perfect mediator. The Ihird refer- 
ence, Trcaliscs, Book II, 9 (V, 515), contains an echo of the Immanucl 
argument; *'That this should be the sign of his nativity that he should 
be born of a virgin — roan and God — son o£ man and of God." 

T. The material of Cyprian is altogether too meager to warrant 
any broad deductions, but such material as we have reflects (1) a use of 
canonical sources only; (3) that he believed in the pre-ejiistcnce and at 
the same time accepted the virgin birth, probably seeing in it, as did 
Tertulhan his predecessor in Carthage, a consistent explanation of the 
humanity of the divine Christ. 

Xlh NovALTAN, a Roman presbyier, in his work De Triniiaie, 
chap. 24 (V, G35), written perhaps sborllyaftcr ^56, makes a reference 
to the annunciation story in Luke, making especial use of the liDplica- 
live force of Sti Kot in 1:35*. The heretics hod not preserved the 
distinction between the '* Son of God " and *' Son of man " elemente 
in Jesus, By the use of Luke 1 : 3c they had maintained that *' man 
himself and that bodily Qesh, that which is called holy^ is itself the son 
of God," In reply, Novation points out that the Scripture does not 
say, ^'Therefore the holy thing that shall be born of thee shall be 
called the Son of God," but it says, "Therefore ahi>^" and thereby 
mplies that ttc Son of God is in the first place the Word of God 
which came into Mary by the Holy Spirit's operation and which 
sanctified the substances taken from her body for the formation of 
Jesus, permitting them to be called "holy " and in a consequential 
and merely secondary sense the *'Son of God." 

J, These passages from Novatian reveal his appeal [o (he infancy 
sections of Luke as "the divine Scriptures'' and also verify the fact, 
before noted, that the heretics seem to have been shut up to the 

"> EuaiBius, Churck History, Boolts III, VI, VII. XXXI, 
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canonical accounts ^ their only somrce of appeal in altering the gen- 
erally accepted teaching of the virgin birth. 

2. Nov^liau's theory is decidedly th^t of a.D incarnatjon, the 
indwelling of the pre-existent Christ, the Word* within Mary« and his 
taking from her and halJoving those physical elements Decessary to 
his human self-revelation. The doctrine as stated by Nova:ian gets a 
natural setting in irinitarian theory. feed's Son, the Word, is 
imparted to Mary by the Holy Spirit and from Mmy h gJvcQ to Ibc 
world clothed in flesh, being still the Son of God, but, because of the 
hunj^D nature which he assumed, [»lso Son of man. 

3. Perhaps Novatiaa's chief coDiribuiion to the stiidy is in his seri- 
OUB and hitherto unsurpassed attempt to harmonize John and Luke, 
and almost equally in his clear dcftnilion of the incarnation in tdni- 
tarian terms h 

Xin, Malchion (flourished about 270) seems to present a new 
view of the incarnation in a fragment of the epistJe o( the Antiochian 
synod (VI, 171): 

He wat formed in the fiist instance as man in the woinb, and in the sec- 
ond inslance (miTi ffEi^repo* \6-rvv) the God also was in the womb, united CMcn- 
tially wtlb the human {tnnoiHTi^tihot tv dv^pwli^). that is to say, his substance 
being wedded with the man/** 

This statement; however, does not exactly touch the inatter of the 
virgin birth, but leaves the way open for a theory of the geneiation ol 
the body oE Jeaus either naturally or by miracle, and subsequent to the 
beginning of that process an inEusioD of a divine element or the Word. 
Thus the incoming of the Word would not be the cause of the genera- 
tion, but, the generation being already under way by miraculous or 
Eatutal initiative, the deifying element enters and differentiates Christ 
from all other men. But it would be very unsafe to more than admit 
the possibility' of such a theory from an isolated fragment such as this j 
andf at any rate, the theory would collapse should*' in the first instance" 
and ''in the second instance" be shown to be logical rather than 
chronological, which is indeed probable. 

What Malchion seems to be contending for is the actual union of 
the divine and the human in Christ, as distinct from the mere iodwell- 
ing of the divine as a spirit inhabiting the body. 

I. Nothing significant tan be determined as to the sourees used- 

™*Malchtoh, Epistota contra Paulum Samcsatart: '^Formfltui ert priocipalittr 
ut liomo in Tciilrc, ct fccimdario Dcus ciat in Tcnlri^ fVravcr(U^,i^>vi r^ dr^^uwlpy, id 
est. copulaEa aubstiuitia ejus cam bominc." 
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2. Mdchion seems to be contending Eor an actual incarnation and 
a vital union of the divine with the human. 

3. There is no significant increment to the study at this point. 
XIV. AkCHELAOS (flourished about 277). In the Disputation with 

ManeSt which is no doubt foe the most part genuine, the objections 
raised against the virgin birth, by the Gnostic dualism of the ManichE- 
ans s,it clearly set forth. And are seen to be objections not so much 
against the virgin birth as against any birth whatsoever. Since mailer 
is inherently evil, how could the Son of God submit to be born of a 
woman? §5 (VI, j3j). Could the Sou of God, he who could change 
himself into any semblance, and did change himself into the semblance 
of the sun, be under the necessity of having mother, breihreo, or father, 
as is involved when Archelaus makes Joseph, his father, and Christ to 
descend upon him at ihe baptism? To adopt this belief would be to 
make him the Son of God by increase (j>er pr^fecium), and not because 
of his essential nature. Then, too, if he were a real rnaterial raan, is 
it not also necessary to consider the dove that descended as material; 
and how could it dwell within him? §50 (VI, s^t^ 2^7). Moreover^ 
if Jesus were the son of Mary, it was possible for him to have brethren 
cither begotten by the sanje Holy Spirit, and hence like himself, or 
perchance the undefiled Virgin had subsequent Intercourse with Joseph 
— all of which is unthinhable. The rebuke administered by Christ to 
the intruder who announced the approach of his mother and brethren 
(Matt. la ^47), together with his approval of Peter's confession (Matt. 
16 : (6)p go to show that Jesus was born of no human parentage what- 
ever; §47 (VI, 2 = j). 

In reply Archelaus polntsout the various uses of theterni " father," 
showing that it may be used of the begetter or of the guardian of a 
child, or it may signify a certain privilege or revered standing because 
of age and position. In the first of these senses, God was the father 
of Jesua ; In the second, Joseph could be called his father ■ and in the 
third, the title was applicable to David ;"= §34 (VI, 207). Another 

'^ Arc HE L AITS, Cum Manele Natretiarcha, §34: '^T^onrc voa qop mtnirori 
quoiij^m paler unum quiilcin »it nDinenH JiTcr^as lamen habcE imdlcctus : Aliu± enim 
pEtlcT dicitUr eorum, quos naliiraliC^r genitent filTontni ; alius vern fonim, qiioa 
tin turn Dioda cnuFricriT; nonQLilll v?rQ ttTrpdnn fttqUe actbtL^ pririlfgic i iinde et 
DomiDua aoater Jeaus plarimoa palres habere dicitLir \ nani et David paler eja& ^pcL- 
lutitg est, et jQuph ejus pater putatus peL, cum bullui horum pfl1«i e]iiE fueril verUaLe 
natuTse- Nfim Dnvld putfr ejus dicitur Actatts ac temporia privJLegio, JoAcpb vefo lege 
nutiicnili^ ^lus autem Dcus FaVcr ejus aa^uja eat, qui omaia per Verbum aunm 
velocjler nabts nunifettaTe dignatiu CfiC" 
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arguraenl is advanced from Che fact that, the judgment being depend- 
ent jpon Ihe resarrection, and chia upon the passion, and the passion 
in turn upon the birth from Mary, the whole Chriatian flvslcm would 
be undermined b^the deoi^l of &ueh a birth ; §49 ( VI, 335). Archelaus 
appeals to Phil, ? : 7 to show bow Jesus voluntarily humbled himselt 
and took the form of a servant. He asserts, moreover, that the descend- 
ing Spirit was only like a dove, and thai Jesus' body made oE Mary 
was the only tabernacle that bad ever been equal to sustaining the 
Spirit which descended From God } §50 (VI, 226)^ 

There is also in ihe Disputaticn a noteworthy story of the doings of 
an impostor Terebinthus,"' the disciple of one of Scythianus. This 
Tcicbinihua made great claims for himself in Babylonia, alleging, 
Acnong other things, " that he was Che son oE a certain virgin," He 
was, however, cost down from a housetop by a spirit, and so petished. 
The incident indicates how this man of great pretensions simulated a 
birth like that ascribed to Jesus, but, unlike him, made such a birth a 
basis of appeal for establishing his own claima. 

I. The material of Aichelaus betrays CO useofejttra-canonicai sources, 
and the Manicba^ans deem to ha^e made no pretense at having biblical 
sources £or their teachings but to have evolved their doctrine chiefly 
from an extreme Gnostic philosophy. Their abhorrence of the thought 
that Mary could ever have become actually married to Joseph reveals 
the influence of apocryphal gospels, or of such material as is embodied 
in them, 

a. Arcbelaus believed that Jesus was the Son of God (i. f., God) 
and that he chose to he made man of Mary, the tnoiher of God, and 
that upon the man thus born the Spirit or the Christ descended at 
baptism, reconstituting the willingly humiliated one, Christ and divine- 

3. One contribution oi Archelaus to the study is a clear definition 
of the uses of the term '* father." His reference to Mary the mother 
of God (if not the touch of a later l.arin hand) is an inevitable result 
of the dominant rigid trinitariaoism stimulated by the increasing 
tendency lo exalt Mary. A third increment to the study is the idea of 
the complete humanizing of God in the incarnation, necessitating a 
restitution by the descent of the Spirit at baptism. Jn this way it 
seems that Arcbelaus is the first of the Fathers to make an actual har- 

'** ^HCHEHUS, Cum Mnnetf Haet-t.^iarfhit, § 5» - " Quo cum venisset, taJetn de 
se fajniiin pcrvulgnvit ipse Terebintbua, dicea^ amni k sapieotir^ Aegypliorum 
lepletum. ct vocari nun jam Tcfebialhunip aed alluni Buddam nomtDc, sibiquc hoc 
nomrn impcfiitiun ■ ex quddam atirem Tirgint nnFum rase, simiil et ab ug«lo in 
moptlbui eautrllum^" 
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monizaiion of John and Luke by representing the complete change of 
deity into humanity and the birth as that of a human being not 
p035C&5cd of a dual nature, 

XV, Arnodius (flourished 290-310) says: 

Wc worafacp one who la toin of man . . . . but if, while you know that 
they (the Creek gods) wcte bom in the womb and that they lived on ihe 
produce o£ the earth, you nevertheless upbraid us with the woi^ip of ime 
bom like ourseivCB, you a.cf with gtent injiLstic«. , . , . Vou worship, says 
my opponent, one who was bom a mere human being. Even if that wefe 
true, as ha^ bcca alrca.dy sa.id in former passages, yet, in considcTation of Lbc 
many Liberal gifts which he has bestowed on uSj be ought to be colled and 
be addtcsacd aa God (VJ, ^22)."^ 

This very fairly repiesents the practical sort of defense that could 
be produced fioni the limited in forma tion of Arnobius, and in view of 
the immediate iaaue which confronted him in the gross heathen idola- 
try from which he had so recently been converted. The statements 
that Jesus " was hotn a man," *-borii a mere human being/' poiot (in 
view of the itfercnce to Greek myth and the implication of "even if 
that were true," §37), not to the conclusion that Arnobiua was ignorant 
of the virgin birth or, though informed en the theory, did not deem Jt 
worthy of mention or timely in the apology under consideration, but 
rather to the fad that his apology was of so primary a nature as to for- 
bid emphasis upon the distasteful elements of Christianity or upon 
anythin;^ but the barest lundaraentals of faith, 

1, The material in our possession indicates an acquaintance with 
the virgin-birth story oi Matthew or Luke, but not the slightest influ- 
ence of the Johannioe philosophy, and an entire absence of apocry- 
phal elements. 

2, These two references do not indicate lliat Arnobius made any 
theological deductions Iron] the virgin birth (assuming that he wai 
acquainted with the accounts of Matthew and Luke), but that, on the 
contrary and for his immediate practical purpose, based the claim of 
divinity upon the benefits which Jenus bestowed upon maukind. 

3, He is of interest in the course of the study as representing a 
reversion to the virgin birth unaffected by the Logoa doctrine. 

"' ARr*JOETUS,rfj/?ffr;wj CfwMj,I,37: "Nalumhomineracolimus. , - - . Sinsutem 
BcieDh-s attris esse gestntus, et frugibus eo5 vicdta^^? Itrreaif, aihilonuDUA tumea 
nati Dobis bomimA abjeciatia caltum : reft Agitl^ satis in just as. ... ,'^ 42: "Natum 
bomiopm colitis. EFrnm ^ esitt id tfenim, [ocis vt sapeTionbus dictum e^t, tftrnen pro 
Tnultis, fit tam liberalJbuB donis. quae ac co profecta id nobis auatf Deut dici appcllari- 
que dc beret." 
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XVL Lactanttus (about 250-330) regards the Tirgin birth from 
a decidedly theological point of view. The Son of God, ihe Word, 
was first j/i>/?jrfff^/v created by God; I^stitut^s^iy, ft (VII, 106^- This 
■was his first bivth and in it no mother participated. His second birth 
w^ phyiUal, of the Virgin's woinb, and in it no father participated. 
By these two births he was constituted a '* middle substance " between 
God and man^ and w^ eminently fitted to be man's Savior^ He was 
'^the Son of God through the Spirit and (he son of man throtigh the 
liesh, that is, both God and man ;*' IV, 13 (VII, 1 12).'* 

1. The material of Laclantius reflects but slightly the influence 
o£ any souices save the canonical accounts'^ of the virgin birth and 
thejohannine Logos doctrine, but il is possible that apocryphal influ- 
ence accounts for the epithet '* holy " a? applied to Maty, 

2. His understanding of the virgin birth is schematic ; and indeed 
he offers a partial rationale of John's Logos doctrine in pointing out 
that, while other apiritual beings were merely the breath of God, he 
who was subsequently born of Mary was pre-eminent amon^ the angels 
in that he was the articulate breath of God, u e.j the Word. But Lactan- 
tius does not difTerentiaie the Word from 'Mhe Holy Spirit of God who 
descending from heaven chose the holy Virgin that he might enter 
into her womb/* The virgin birth assured the human nature of the 
divine Christ, and constituted him a fit mediator for the lost human race. 

3. The contribution of Lactantius to the history of Che thought is 
of little interest except to show how the doctrine of the virgin birth 
as dominated by the Johannine philosophy was finding its place in the 
gradually hardening cast of a systematic theology- 

XVII. Methodlus (martyred about 311) has but one certain'** 
reference to the subject in hand : 

°"LAcr\NTiuSf Divitt. Instit-, IV, 13 s "In primit cnim natiTitBlc Bpirilsli ^ij- 
Tojfj fuilj quia sine oHido lUKtris a solo Deo Palcc f^cncralua est. In accunda »cro car- 
Dais ArtLTup Fiiit, quoniHin sine jitin^ oETicin virginall ulern procrealns esl^ UL mGdmn 
inter D?am ei bomifiem substLiitiam geteoE, nostram banc fragilem ioibflcilLemque 
□aturaiD quafil maau ad inLniurtalitatEm poaacL cduccte. Factum ai el Dei fiJius per 
Epiritum, tt hominiE prr earneni ; id est^ eC Dens, et homo." See also cbap. 25 aod 

"? Far use cf a spurlcus qaoLallon accrcdilcd. Co Solomon, but being probably a 
margLQfll intprpDlatioii oi Ihe Dook ai Wisdom, see IntJiib/rJ, IV, I3, and E^tcmt, 
44 (VI!, 110,139). 

'^ liii purported Oration re Simron and ^ if qit. which coDCains materiaL gei' 
mane lo the yirgin birth, is undoublcdlv apurious find of miich later dale. The system 
of cburch fcsUvals assume J \n tUe work was hue bi exiitenct a.t the time of Metbo- 
diua ; and Itie work gives evideiice o( being aubseqnent to Ihe Nestoriao conrmveray- 
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And Elms, when renovating those tbiags which were from Ehe beginning 
and forming them again of the Virgin and the Spirit, he Eianies the same 
just as at the begicining. When the eatlh was still virgin and untilled, Cod, 

taking mold, formed the reasonable creature from it without seed 

(Chap. 5.) For when Adam^ having been formeciout of clay, was still aoft and 
moist, and not yet like a tile made hard and incorruptible, sin ruined hJna, 
flowing aad dropping down upon him like w^tcr* a^id therefore God, moisten- 
ing him afresh, and Eorming anew the same day to bis honor, having first 
hardened and Rjced it In the Virgin's womb, and united and mi^cd it with the 
Word, brought it forth into life, no longer sott and broken,'" (Discourse ill. 
Chaps. Ji and 5 [VI, ^iSj.) 

1. Methodius seems to be informed and influenced by the canonicftl 
sources only. 

2. His understanding ol the virgin birth is that in it ia an explana- 
tion of the dual nature upon the basis o£ a union of the Word with an 
impeccabte human being, and also Ehe assurance of the restoration at 
naao to his primal puiity. 

3. The inaiena! of Methodius serves to verify in some degree the 
existence of the theologiziag tcndcDcy reQccted in Lactantius ; and 
perhaps chiedy to recall again to our minds by avery striking example 
the dominant theological MithQd ot the entire nnte-Nicene period. 

XVJII. ViCTORiNUS (martyred about 311), in coraraenting on Rev. 
I : t6 (Vir, 345 ff.), as illumined by Isa. 4 : i, refers to Christ as "not 
born of seed ; " and Jn ekboratirjg 4 '- 7 (V1I> 343) siys : 

And in. the figure of a n^an Matthew strives to declare to us die gene- 
atogy of Mary, from whom Christ Look Reah. Therefore, in enumerBting 
from Abraham to David and thence to Joseph, he spoke of bim as if of a man. 

This conscious effort at reptesenting God as huniaOj which is 
ascribed to Matthew, is as far wide of Ihe truth as the assertion that he 
gave [he genealogy of Mary. A rather fanciful passage is found in 
the discourse on the Creation cf (he !Vt7r/d{Yll, 345), where he makes 
the day of the annunciation to Mary coincident with that on which Eve 
was deceivedj and the day when " the Holy Spirit overflowed the virgin 

'PMiTKOtHUS, dnwTiuBf Datm PYrfTSMn, HI. 4: Tatrn 'ydp dmfuypfl^flif 
rk i^ ifjrapxi}t, fat d\tar\iffauu a^9if in UtpOtfov iiai UvtiriutTOt. rticraiiftrat r6t oifTiji, 
Jr«j^ p«Li ■a-r' i^at, otiiTijt JlapBimv y^i Xn nal irjjp&rai', ^.a^ury x^^'"- ^* AoTi'tiTnToi* 
iTs\doaTa fiio* dir' adrfi* i &tds dwu trjropoJ, . . . . 'Er» -yifj w^jKovpyoifuwox xi*- A£^, 
vr toTiti rlntir, Kai Ttj-trdt Bum Hoi i>(ap^, nxl (ojfl^u ^flin-a/ra, liijcrjv 6(npdK0U^ T'^ 

^liapji^. Aii 5^ vd^tv iywOtr Av^hCtt^y ai m/Xur^flffrtlir T&r lArif til Tifi.i;y A Ail, if 
t^ mpdfHK^ Kpartiatrai; vpurra^ koI in1£cir ui^^, cat tnintYiicai koI mryHpAtrat Tv Ad>v, 
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Mary" coiacidenl with that on which God made light. Other more 
important passages are found jn a work A^airtsi All Hfnsm (III, 649- 
5^), wh^ch is inserted in Ihe text of Tertullian, bill which in all proba- 
bllilj comes from the pea of Victorious. The treatise is a hasty review 
of the cbJeE heretics from Simon Magus %o Praxea^, and deals specifi- 
cally with ^* ihost whtf have sh&s^n ic rmtke the goipei the starting-ptjint 
cf their Mtrtsiffs.*' Among these are Saturninus (prior to Iren^us and 
probably to Justin), who staled thai the innascible {innaseibtUra [jrob- 
ably an adaptation of iitTwsdhilcm = oyi'imrrvi) God abides in the 
highest regions, and that Christ did not exist in a hodily substance* 
but in phantiismai form; nnd Basihdes (about 120), asserting that 
ChriEt came to tbls world in a phantasm and was destitute of tbe 
substance of flesh ; and ihe Ophites (second century prior to TrenKUs) 
01 Scipentarians, also asserting that Chiiat did aot ejiist in the sub- 
stance of Hesh ] and Carpocrates (about 130}, denying that Christ 
was born of a virgin and maintaining that he was a mere human 
being bom of the seed of Joseph, but superior to all men in the prac- 
tice of righteousness and in integrity of life, hence only bis soul was 
received into heaven* and there is tio resurrection of the body. Cerin- 
thus (about 100) also maintained that Christ was born of the seed 
of Joseph, while VaLentinus (about 140) asserted that Christ was sent 
by the First-Father, Bythus, was not of the substance of our flesh, 
but, bringing down from heaven some sort of spintual body, took noth- 
ing from Mary, but only passed through her as water tlirough a pipe. 
Ptolemy (about 170)* and Secundus (about 170), and Heracleon (about 
170) held the saroe view as that of Valentinus. Marcus (about 150) 
and Colarbasus (second century prior to Iren^as) also asserted that 
Christ was not io the substance of ftesh, but descended upon the 
natural Jesus — -and there is no bodily resurrection. 

Then the author mentions Cerdo (about 135)1 *^o beheved in two 
gods, a superior and an infenor one, and that the Son of the superior 
God was not flesh, was not born of a virgin, was not bom at all, but 
was a mere phantasm. Cerdo denierJ any bodily resurrection, and 
received oDly the gospel of LuVe, and thai in part. His disciple 
Marcion of Pootus agreed with him, as did Lucan, Marclon's disciple. 
Apelles, another disciple of Marcion. specified more particiilarly as to 
the body of Christ, saying that it was composed of a starry ethereal sort 
of flesh, which Christ gathered in his descent from the upper world, 
and the ekmcnts of which he rcsiOfcd to apace after his resurrection 
and during his ascension. As for Tatian (about 140}, " he wholly 
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savors of ValeDlinus," The followers of jEschines affirm Christ to be 
himself Son and Father. Theodoius, the Byzantine (prior to Hippo- 
lytus), admiued that Christ was born of tht Holy Spirit and the Virgin^ 
but held that he had no prC'CmiDence over other men except In 
righteousness ; while a second Theodotus held a somewhat similar 
doctrine, asserting that Christ was inferior to Melchiiedek, inasmuch 
as the latter was a mediator between God and fir/grfs, s^ad surpassed 
Christ likewise in being, not only Ajrarmp, but also d^^Trup and Ayfvta- 
Xoyi^^. The heresy of Praxeas (about zoo?) consisted in hia belief that 
Christ was God the father Almrghty, 

Of the above-stated beliefs that of Theodotus of Byzantium is per- 
haps the most striking, in that, while rt admits the virgin birth, it denies 
the dtducdons commonly made therefrom, altribuLJng to Christ only 
pie-emincnt rigbtcousness, and that not necessarily because of his 
unique birth. Theodotus had as a. personal and deleruiin alive reason 
for holding this striiting theory the fact that under persecution he had 
dented Christ, and it was a palliative to his conscience to maintain that 
after all he had not denied God, bur man only,"^ 

1. From the first three references of Vjctorinus it is clear that his 
own thought is controlled chiefly by the canonical infancy sections, 
while at the same time there is probably a hint of the influence of the 
fourth gospel in the expression that Christ look fleeh Irom Mary, 
The other references, although not beyond a doubt those of Victorinus, 
give some idea of the widespread influence of Gnosticism in its various 
phases^ and indicate that Gnosticism had no authoritiitive evangelical 
sources of its own to set over against the canonical gospels, but rather, 
so far as scriptural sanction was needed, fell back upon the canonical 
sources, resorting to whatever change or curtailment was found 
necessary. 

2. Victorinus's understanding of the virgin birth i a not clearly stated f 
but it is a practically safe deduction to credit him with the orthodox 
doctrine of an incarnation of God, the Word or Spirit. 

3. The conlributioQ given by Victorinus consists chiefly in the 
exhaustive survey of the heresies touching the virgin birth and in a 
clear verification of the fact that the heretics were always destitute of 
any authoritative starting-point save the canonical Scripturesn 

XIX- Peter (bishop of Alexandria, martyred about 311) says : 

Now God the Word in the absence of a m&a, by the will of God, who 
easily effects everything, was made Resh in the worab of the virgin, not 
■''See coaient Etnd Schaff, Histary 3/" Ckrulian Ckurtk^ Vol. II, p. yi^^. 
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requiring^ Ihe opcratioa of t]i« prCEenc^ oE a man. For more «ilic3cioa£ thin 

a man was the povci of God ovcisliadoviiig the Virgia, tDgether with the 
HoIj'Cbost, vrhd came upon faer.*" {Fr^gmait oa Tk^ G&dJieaii['V I, iZo, 2^3].} 

The cxtravagflDC nature of two remamiog refereoces makes some- 
what against their gcnumeness. Such cxpicssioDs as " the most blessed 
mother of God and cvcr-Tirgin Mary''*" (jG^Mtiirte [Acts VI. ^67]) 
and '^ Our Lord cud God Jesas Christ being in the end of the age bom 
according ro the desh of our holy and giorisus fatty, mother o£ God 
and ever virgin, and of a truth of Mary the mother of God" ^ (Frag- 
ment 5 [VI, zSz]) sound some«hat anachfonistir, and oE a piece with 
post-Niccne MAiioUtrj- But> after all, tbej are only a summary of the 
extravagant titles already applied to Mary, with the addition of '^glori- 
ous lady." 

I, Peter has as sources (Matthew), I^uke, and John, but at the same 
time he showa the most marked induence of the .tpocryphal literature- 
a. According lo Peter, God the prc-CKistCDt Word, was made flesh 
in the womb of Mary by the power of God overshadowiDg her and the 
Holy Spirit coming upon her. Probably the thought of Peter resem- 
bles that of Novatian in regarding the Spirit (or power) as imparting 
to Mary the Word » who thus became incarnate. As usual, the virgja 
birth is described in terms of an incarnation. 

3. The yerv pronounced influence of the apocryphal literature is 
perhaps the chief increment which Peter of Alexandria makes to the 
study. 

XX. Alexander of Alexandria (died about 336) states how 
that God, the Son, whose creation was beyond the power of the human 
mind to grasp, and who reigned with the Father in heaven, descended 
to earth and became incarnate m the Virgin's womb, assuming from 
her, who was thus constituted the mother of God, an actual body."* 
I. Alexander shows the influence of the sources which have by this 

^saPETlIt C9 AlEXANDRTi, In DfH/ilf 'O Jit B^% Kfrjot Ttxfib. r'fjw avSpAt drorr- 
eiat, lafck ^tiXtjffir r-ai irdpra Siri-cfjivov KortpydtraaSat Butv, yt^Dvti^ ip /s-^pif t^c llapSh/av 

'^PeTEb of ALtXAfiURiA.. Ada Simrra.-^ ^'Vencrunt InfccIc^iambcBtiaainBEDei 
Genetricis temperque \lrgimfi Mariae/' 

■a Pktek of ALEXANDRIA, FragrTtfKtt, V, §7: A IWpiofl ^tfilHf, tal 3eif fflffoDt h 
X/rurdi, iiri rLirrtXal^ rO^v (eJuWu^i jtari mipca Trj(6tit if rip ayla% it66^u iKtraimjt 
^wr dwinm not ' AtirapSiwo'f. k^I icard dX^dnnf f'nrrdiut MtL^ni. 

■^Aq add! lion in Ihc codex, VI (VI, 302), gives bIso the reason £or the Tiigio 
birth L "To raise erect toil uaan, rc-coUcctine hJA ^catEcrcd membcran" 
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dme become coininon to all the writers contributing to the study, vl^., 
the caooQical infaacy atones^ the Logos teacbing of the fourth gos- 
pcl| and the apocryphal literature. 

9. As is clearly the case subsequent to the time cf Ignatius, and 
with the exception oE Amohlus, Alexinder's thought of the virgin 
birth is controlled by the Logos doctrine, becoming on Ihat account an 
incarnation in a sense that would never be suggested by the infancy 
sections alone. 

^. Aiexander's contribution, standing, as he does, the last of these 
twenty anlC'Nicene Fathers to contribute to the study, is that of an 
inheritor of the good and evil oE his predecessors, in apology, in polemic, 
and in constructive thcologry. His representation is a product of the 
whole period, during which the child born in Bethlehem gained his 
title to messiahsbip and divinity and pre-existence, carrying up with hiok 
from her obsairity the humble mother who from ^'virgin" became 
"ever virgin," and from " ever virgin^' "all -holy," and from " all-holy " 
to what was inevitable in the trinitarian thought — "mother of God.'' 
XXL CanclusUft, — In making a recapiluladon of this survey of the 
Ante-Nicene Fathers, we shall endeavor (i) to gather up the facts 
which throw light upon the sources used by the defenders and the 
opponents of the virgin birth ; (s) to cxhibil what theories the suc- 
cessive Fathers held as to the origin of him who was born of the 
virgin; {3) to point out the theological and apologetic use made of 
the doctrine; and (4) to indicate the bearing of the facts adduced 
upon the relation existing between the doctrine of Scripture and that 
which became the doctrine of the church, and to show the consequent 
need of a historical and untraditional interpretation of the canonical 
accounts of the virgin birth. 

1h From the first post- apostolic reference to the virgin birth to 
the close of the ante-Nfcene period, the modifying Influence of the 
doctrine of the pre-eidalence is clearly traceable. Nowhere does the 
representation of Matthew and Luke get a distinctly separate and 
independent treatment or interpretation. It is true that the influence 
of the Johanoine source is not as unmistakably present in Ignatius as 
in all the other Fathers (Arnobius excepted), but it is nevertheless 
present in sufficient power to pive an interpretation which cannot 
upon any other basis be thought to spring Iroui the Matlhteac and 
Lucon materiah If it is objected that Arnobius stands as an excep- 
tion to this general statement, in that his interpretation of the virgin 
birth is uninfluenced by the Johannine material, che objection loses its 
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force hom the fact thai Arnobius gives absolutely no juterpretation of 
the virgin birth, but only a few words of elementary apologetic. In 
one or two passages Juslin Martyr {ApuL, I, ai)and possibly TenuUian 
[Ansa/ir tu Javs^ i j, and Agaiiii Martion, IV, lo) betray ihc sur- 
vival cE the rep resell tat ioD in the infancy sect ions ; yet they show 
almost uniformly Che tofiuence of the doctrine of the pre-CMStence ; 
while none of the other Fathers reflect the thought of the mere birth 
of 3 being generated in the womb of Mary; so that ihe Johannine 
source is dominant from the begirining of the second century to the 
Council of Nicfca.'^ 

Ae early as Justin there is evidence of extra- canonical tradition 
concerning the infancy, but this tradition in no wise influences his 
argunienL Tenulliaji plainly njcnLions the existence of other gospels 
of the nativity, but docs not accept any such teaching as Lhat of the 
perpetual virginity of Mary, thus showing that the teaching of such a 
gospel as that of James (the existence of which explains the reference 
of Justin, and al^o those of subsequent Fathers) did not commend 
Itself lo the defenders of the humanity of Christ, But the apocryphal 
material was more attractive to Clement of Alexandria, who u^d the 
teaching mentioned above tot purposes of illustration merely, ^hile 
hts successor Origen went so far as to commend the reasonableness of 
it, and Hippolytus accepted it outright. Thus a third source entered 
to influence the church's interpretation of the virgin birth; and this 
source (in all probability the gospel of James) remained as a potent 
factor at the close of the period. The remarkable fact concerning the 
almost numberless heretical attempts to discredit the virgin birth — 
on the one hand, by a thorough naturalizing of it, and, on the other, 
by a thorough Docetic treatment — -is that the heretics of either sort 
are shut up to a use of the canonical sources as the authoritative point 
of departure and the only recognised basis of appeal. There is some 
evidence"" that the Jewish heretics were influenced by the infancy 
fitories of Pseudo-Matthew, and that the Manichfeans were influenced 
by the gospel of jamea, but, on the whole, the defenders of the 
Catholic faith were more subject to the infusion of apocryphal thought 
than were the heretics ; while both fell back upon the canonical writ- 
ings alone as the standard of authority. 

'J/Ths NicffHP Creed rcLds: "We belieTt .... in one Lord JeauB Chn« . , , , 
who iot ufi men and For our AalvBticia dLme dowq and wa£ iDcaniHte nTid wfiB m&ile 
DUO-" 

^s"ORiCKJf, ^ainu Ceism, I. aS [IV, 408). 
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2. What h^ been said about the sources has. of course, its direct 
bearing upon the theories that were entertained as to the odgin of 
him who was born of Mary; and, with one barely possible exception 
(thit of ArnobJus), the theories are uniforinly dIcmiQatcd by the doc- 
trine of the pre- existence. Justlo and Tertullian may break away 
from the incarnation theory for a moment/" but never in such a. way 
as to renounce it, even though its reienticn necessitates an inconsist- 
ency in their thinking. Predominantly, their theory is thai of the 
incarnation of the Word, the Son, or the Spirit of God. With 
Tertulhan and some of the subsequent FathcTs, such as Novatian and 
Peter of Alexandria, there is an attempt to harmonize the theories ot 
the pre-exigtence and the virgin birth by representing the Spirit or 
power of God as bearing to Mary at the time of her conception the 
Word who dwelt within her and from her assumed flesh; while 
Archelaus goes still farther ia his harmonization by making the pre- 
eKisten: Son of God become utterly devoid of his divinity in the 
virgin birth^ and to be, apart from the miraculous conception, bom as 
other men, being consequently thoroughly human prior to llie 
descent of the Spirit upon him at baptism, 

But even in the most elaborate attempt at harmonising the two 
ideas, that of the prologue of John was still the dominant theory, and 
in the record of the pos^apo5tolic thonght placed the virgin birth in 
a. light which it could not possibly have assumed lo any reader unac- 
quainted with the Johanninc philosophy- There were then two 
theories present, but the one (that of the begetting of a new being by 
the miraculous exercise of divine power upon Mary causing her to 
conceive apart from intercourse with man) always subservient to the 
other (that of the incarnation of the inconceivably begotten and eter- 
nally pre-existent Word, Spirit, or Son of God). 

_;. Whenever the virgin birth trees itself for a moment from the 
doctrine of a pre-existence snd an ineamation, it inyariabty appears 
as explaining the dual nature of Jesus. This is True In Ignatius and 
Iren^us, where the diyitic nature is thus explained, and in Tertidhan 
especially, and Cyprian, Lactantius, MethodiuSf and Victorinus (prob* 
ably), where the humanity of the divine Christ is mode dependent upon 
the virgin birth. The doctrine of the virgin birth was from the first 
only one factor in the evolving theology^ and it was natural at the 
beginning, in so far as it could at all be kepi dLslinct, that it should 
lend its influence Co a substantiation of the divinity of Jesus -, and this 

^Justin MxtiTfR., Apol, I, ar ; Tertulllan, AnTwrrto/rvs, [3. 
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it did. But anothpr and more potent factor was very early present to 
accomplish the same result, and so effectuiil was the Logos doctrine in 
securing this end that as early as the time of Tcrlullian it became 
necessary lo use the virgin birth Eor the distinctly opposite purpose — 
that ol insuring the real humanity oE Jesus. 

Several forces were militating againat all that was natural and 
human in Christ, The profound conviciion of his deity, the high 
estimate of asceticism, and the prevalence of various forms of Gnostic 
belief, which ever widened the impassable gulf between God and man, 
were not only relegating Jesus into a sphere beyond the reach of the 
churchj but at the same lime constituting the demand for perfect 
purity on the part of his mother, and such purity as in the minds of 
Ihc orlhodoK themselves could be met only by perpetual virginity. 
Thus it is probable that the apocryphal inventions which reflected back 
upon Mary the purity and exaltedness oE the Savior were only devout^ 
though superficial, attempts to meat the need which a dominant irini- 
tarianism and a profound belief in the sinfulness of human generation 
had awatened in the consciousness of the church. 

It has been pointed out that the church began, not with one, but 
with two, opinions concerning the beginning of the earthly life of Jesus, 
and these two opinions such as were not easy of harmonization, 
Hence the confusion, and sometimes absurdity, into which iho^e inevi- 
tably fell who endeavored to be faithful to the irreconcilable and early 
accepted interpretations of the two accounLST and the heresy which 
became the portion of those who, taking one or the other conception, 
pushed to the extreme limit the tendency therein represented. On the 
one hand were the Gnostic:s and the Docetics, true to the philosophic 
spiriL out of which the Logos doctrine took its rise, but ignoring the 
all-important link which John welded in vs. 14 oi his prologue, and 
consequently holding lo an advent that was unaffected by humanity, 
or, in the more eitreme and Docetic type oE thoughtj was nothing 
more than a semblance or an apparition. On the other hand were 
Carpocratcs, Cciinthus, the Ebioniles, and others, who. taking the 
infancy sections, gladly accepted all that would contribute to the real 
humanity of Jesus, but denied the miraculous conception because used 
by others lo prove the divinity of his nature. Between these Hraits 
were the great company uF the orthodoi who accepted literally the 
infEtncy sections and the prologue of John ; and almost uniformly 
adhered to the virgin birth as the explanation of the dual nature of 
Jesus, first (and most nearly in accord with pagan thought) as an 
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explanation of his divinity, sad aEterward (lor safeguarding the res-litr 
of his body) as an explanation of his humanity. As has already been 
implied, the Mi>/iheologicaL use to which the ante-Nicene Fathers pjt 
the doctrine of the virgin birth, w^s that of aubstantialing the doctrine 
oF the dual nature of Jesus ; a.nd such a use is an explanation of the 
relatively great importance attaching to the theory of the virgin birth 
throughout that early period. The fact of this cardinal use of the 
virgin birth cannot be overemphasi^d, and should be amplified by a 
further definition of the important corollaries which the Fathers 
deemed deducible from such an understanding and use of the doc- 
trine. 

In the first place, the virgin birth, being the currently accepted 
proof of the dual nature of Jesus, was used to prove consequently hia 
complete fitness as a iitcdiator between God and man. His ability to 
mediate wjis based neither upon his knowledge nor his character as 
such, but upon his dual nature 15 secured by a virgin birth. In the 
second place, the virgin birth served as an ewpli^nation of thesinlesanesa 
of the huraaji nature of Jesus. All human beings from Adam down 
had been conceived and brought forth in sin. Not only did the taint 
of inherited sin rest upon theni, but human procrealioQ was in itself 
evil. By the virgin birth, however, Jesus was wholly freed from the 
latter, for he was not " stained by htiman generation ; " while as to the 
former, the sin that might be inherited through Mary^ that the early 
church blinked at until the devout and well-meaning apocryphal writers 
invented for her birth and upbringing such stories as would most 
effectually minimize the possibility of lust or irapudty (as they con- 
ceived them) in the inception and entire course of her life. These 
stories the Fathers came to receive, and, with a miraculous conception 
and a birth that did not impair the virginity of Mary (who was chastely 
born of very aged and devout parents, and during her whole '*^ life 
free from all knowledge of mea)^ the purity of the human nature of 
Jesus was for all practical purposes, and in what seemed to them a 
practical way, thoroughly a^^iiured. In the third place, ibe fact thai the 
virgin birth constituted him a perfect mediator and injured the sinless 
perfection of his human nature, made him the only savior oi lost 
humanity. He w:is the new Adam^ the first of a new race, and this 
antithesis is the constant and pertinent refrain throughout the enlire 
patristic literature. 

4. In concluding the study of the ante-Nlceae Fathers, and in 

**«Tertullias, Monosomy, & (IV, &5), eotttra. 
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pointing out the si^niHcance of the investigation offered in ihc fore- 
going pages, it is desirable to emphasize the distinclion, referred to at 
the Odtsetr viz., the d^stinctioD between the historical criticism of the 
Scripture narratives of the virgin birth and the uae rasde of these nar- 
ratives by the ante-Nicenc Fathers. Il is with the latter investigation 
only that this essay has to do, and for the present purpose questions as 
to the historicity or invention of the infancy sections are waived, for it 
is our present concern to interpret and to trace the history of the 
interpreEarion of these acconrls, which, whatever Iheir origin, very 
early came to Le important sources for Christian theology. Whether 
the charch feels bound to abide by the interpretation which the Fathcia 
placed upon the virgin birth will, jn the long run, depend upon its confi- 
dence in their ability and method as interpreters. From then: alone has 
the church received its interpretation of the virgin birth, Nowhere out- 
side of the infancy sectiDDS do the Scriptures contain any reference to 
it, cither predictive or argumentative. If the method and culture otit 
of which the accepted interpretation sprang have not been improved 
upon, if the allegorical method still suflic^es and a scientific culture 
which believed that certain animals, such as the vulture,**' conceived 
without intcrcoursCf or that others conceived by the wind,'" and that 
the Son of God could enter the womb in the form of a aerpcnt^' — 'if 
these suffice foi a time when there is at [east some knowledge oE the 
inevitable sequences of nature and of the value of historical interpre" 
tation, then the understanding and doctrinal import which the Fathers 
attached to the virgin birth need no revision. 

But if, on the other hand, the Fathers were by the very nature o£ 
things incapable of interpreting correctly cither the infancy sections 
themselves or the philosophic preface of the fourth gospel, it follows, 
not only ns the privilege, but as the duty, of the interpreter to view 
independently and with the most and best light available those por- 
tions of Ihe New Tesiarncnt which by tradition alone have been made 
to carry what they did not originally contain. It is of some value to 
the theologian to know the history of the beliefs which are put ioio his 
hands for arrangement and ultimate verilicaiion. It this history of the 
interpretation of the virgin birth has succeeded in revealing the source 

"'OKiGact, Aetdmt Ceisnu ly 37 (IV. 412)- 

""LactaStius, Divine Jmdfule:, IV, 12 (VII. 110). 

'"HlPrOLYTUa, Refutation ^f All Heresies, X, 7 (V, 143), This conception, not 
of the Qrihodijji, but of Lhc SeLhians, 15 nevcrlbelesa ol valac In [DdlcaLiiij; ihc scien- 
tific f^aJtorf o( the time. 
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and characterof that interpretation, ft may well leave Its results, though 
meager, in the haads of the theologian to whose task this effort is but 
tributary. 

Ell. THE WEW TESrAMEWT APQCRVPHA. 

Tlic New Testament apocrypha iu their treatment of the virgin 
birth diSerentiite themselves very dearly from the canotiicol and the 
patristic nriElnge. The canonical accounts are chaste, brief, and 
un philosophical ; the patristic productions are more theological and 
inferential because of apologetic and polemic necessity; but the 
apocryphal writings arc gross and pioUx in Ihc invention of details and 
the fahricalion of a more exhaustive story. Just how impoverished 
and palpable these inventions are will best appear from an examination 
of those false gospels whicli in their original form at least belong ro 
the period under consideration. Such an examination of the Gospel 
of James ^Ul suffice to give a correct idea of the more important 
apocryphal gospels in lhe:r relation to the virgin birth, for the Pseudo- 
Matthew and the Gospel of the Nativity of Mary are but recasts of the 
trsdirion earlier embodied in the Gospel oF James, while the Arabic 
Gospel of the Infancy comes from the same source, augmented perhaps 
by some elements from the Gospel of Thomas. 

The Gospel 0/ Ja/ries. — To ascertain exact dales for the New Testament 
apocrypha is next to ImposBLbEe. Compartxtive and relative dates must suf- 
fice. We have proof of the presence of sumc such stury as the Gospel nf 
James in Justin's Diai., ?8, and, while this would not be conclusive for the 
evJatence and inlluence of the whole gospel in its pre&enT form, it wnuld suffice 
lo ^how that aoinc of the elecnenia of such a gospel exisled pricr to i65. 
Tischendorf places the original of the Gospel of James in the first half of (he 
aecoud century. The gospel d.b wc have M has in alt probability beeti wcrkcd 
over, but that the story in il£ present form ia efiseutially the Jewieh Christian 
work aUribuied [o Jampa and exlar^ in [he lime of Justin is more Lhan prob- 
able. An e:tprcssion in Justin's DU!.. 10 1 , is thought to he a quotation of the 
original of rhe Gospel of James: tai ^npiv^a^Offa Mapin :^Tfo^ff^f. Proievang,: 

But iheKe go&peJs seem to have be^n for a. long time in a more or less 
nebuloua state, seldom coudensla^ into a ilgid form, often icappcaring in 
modified, abbreviated, or lengthened forms, but never securing auf^cient lecog- 
nilion or esteem by the church to make Chii^iiajis jealous nf their eiactness 
or preservation. So that the Gospel of Jamea as we have it probably dates 
not prior to the latter part of the third century. Harnack'^ tbinbcs that it is 

**^ Harnack, CiseM. altekriti. Lift,, II, i, p. 725, "Doe Protevongeliura des 
JicobuB hat cnL nadi OiigEucB imd vnr der MiCtc des 4. Tihi'h. sclnc jcEiigc Geatalt 
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a compiLalion of thrte ftraries^ and that if ^«um^ its present form afrt^r 
ihc liinc of Ongcn anJ before the middle oi the foaith ccnCar/; bui [bat (he 
parr ircatiog oi the birth of jesa£ belocigs perhaps lo the second century, and 

ibe chiLdhood hisiurynf Mary shonly before the lime of Origea. 

The fiubstance of Ihe g<rfipe] is as foUows : Joachtm. a rich Jew. possefised 
of 3 generoiiity similar to thai of Tobir, wished to offer a double portion in the 
leraple, but ivaa rebuked because he was the father of no chiMrco. Having 
retired to ihedesen, he fasted ainl prayed for forty days, while his wife Anna 
Tnoumed ever her supposed widowhood aod bittci childlcssaess. Bu[ aa ahc 
tat in a garden lamenting, an angel came to her and announced ■*" that sh« 
ihould conceive. About the «ame tJnie an angel aaaoucced to Joachim the 
Bam« fact, and two other angels came to tell Anna tbnt Joachim nas return- 
jng. In due time Amiii broU;^h[ foith a girl, and ^id, "'My^ulhas been 
magnified this day.' And she laid her down. And the days having been 
fulfilled Anna was purified and gave the breast lo the child and called hec 
name Muy." 

When Mary was six months old she walked seveo steps. Her mother 
made a little sancLuary for tcr in hci own bcdchambci and "allowed nothing 
common or unclean to pasE through her/' When she was a year old her 
father made a ftfait and invited " the pricslii and ihif scribes and the ciders 
and all the people of Israel." The priests blessed the child. At the age oF 
Three her parents took her to the temple to be brought up, " and the priest 
received her and kiaacd her and bleaacd her, saying ' The Lord has magniGed 
thy name in all generations. In thee, on the last of the d^ys, (he Lard will 
manifest hia redemption to the sons of Israel.* " "And Mary wa^ in the 
temple of the Lord as if she were a dove that dwelt there, at^d she received 
food from the hand of an angEl/' When she waa twelve years old an angel 
directed Zacharias to assemble the widowers of the peoplcj and to whomao- 
pvcr the Lord should 5hr>w a sign, his wife should Mary be. The lot fell to 
the aged Joseph, oat of whose rod there t:amc a dove. And the priest said 
to Joseph, '• Thou haat been chosen by lot to take into thy keeping the virgin 
of the Lord." JoBCph went away to build a house for his new charge, and 

erhalltn ; det Absclinitl uher die Gehiirt Jesa ^ Joseph- A. pinery phum) gehnrt vielleicht 
ilem 2. Jahrh,, dcr AbschniLI ilbcr die JugeQ^geschJchLe der Muia (dfr Kauptab- 
Athnltl de& Buches) kann cr&l kurE vur Origenea cnlst&nden scld; der Z^cbariB^- 
abieht^ilt hat s«ine jelEige Form wohl erst nach des Zeit der Origenes erhallen." 

■*sf t) The history nf the conception, birth, and life uf Mary up to the perind cov- 
ered by the canomcsl vitorieai (2I the story of the birth of Jesus narrated by Joseph 
And therefore in an apocryphnm oi Joseph ; and (3) aii apaciyphum of Zachariaa. 

'**]n the Cotpel of the Nativity of Mcfy marly all of the ^nbai^quent history of 
the child Co be bom is made knovrn to the motlicj in the aaaunciation.and the sinle&s- 
n»i of Mary'K manoer of conception i^ ilrongjy ^npha^iierl. Chap. 3 of the Gospel 
of thfi Kativity throw£ considerable hght upon- Ebe objective and subjective sojrceE 
um of vhith these ajjocryphal Uadiliona Ijok their risc^ 

82 



THE VIRGIN BIETH 



S3 



when he tDlunied found (hit Macy was sjk months with child. He wee greatly 
dislress&d, fearing that his guardianship had been criminally laK. Mary 
aaserled her innocence, aJid in Joseph's perplexity ns to what he should do an 
angel appeared lo him with substantialiy ihe same message as that rei^orfled 
jn Matthew. The pncfils di^cavcrtd Ma.iy'a condition, and bolb Joseph and 
Mary were brought up for trial and acquitted by their own protestation 6 of 
Innocence and ihe test of Numb. s;[ r £f. " And there was an order from iLe 
emperor Augustus that all in Bethlehem ol Judea should he Enrolled/' 
Before reaching Bethlehem Mary's time was fulfilled. Aitended by Juseph's 
soab she entered a cave ; Joseph neni in search of a midwife and fell into a 
sort of trance m whicb he saw all the creatures of the earth awestricken. A 
midw[fc cciiuiug down irom tbc hill-counliy met him, and after Marv bad 
given birtb to her son testified to Salome that Marywas a vtrgm.'*? SaEome. 
disbelieving, examined Mary and found ii to be so, whereupon her hand was 
acrickcn with a deadly disease, but by the instruction of an angel she placod 
her hand upon the child, who immediately healed it. Then follows the stoty 
of the magi, ihe rage of Herod, Mary's concealment of Jesus in an ox-siall, 
the earth's opening to protect Plli^abeih and John, Zacharias's refusal ro tell 
wbcie John was hidden and hia consequent muider. "And I James wrLite 
this history in Jemaalem, a commotion having arisen when Herod died, with- 
drew m>&elf 10 the wilderness until the commoiion in Jerusalem ceased> 
glorifying ibe Lord Gad who had given me the gift and the wisdom to write 
this history. And grace shall be with them that fear our Lord Jesus Christ, 
lo whom be glory lo ages of agca. Amen." 

The primary purpose of this religiotis novel is to assign lo Mary such a 
manner of hinh and upbringing as befits the virgin mother of the Lord, and 
secondarily to further substantiate, by ciling the details of an alleged exami- 
nation, the fact of Mary's virginity, not only before, bui after the birth of 
Christ. The strenuous emphasis upon the divinity of Jesus had, as we have 
SCCij, inevitably pnalted the standing of his mother, ajid, as the histnncal 
Cboologians have pointed out, this overemphasis beoojne almost equivaleni 
to robbing rhc church of a Christ capable of sympathy with the merely 
human. Hence [he turning to Mary. Bui by s^hat meihud could the exalted 
position of Mary be supported P The fact was that the church saw her, as it 
were, in midair, half-way between the Christ deified beyond men's grasp and 
the church on earth largely destitute of a sense of the approachableness of 
God, Some visible superstructure must be erected to support Mary in her 
Berviccable but prei^arioua position-- sometbiog forsooth to keep her Fiom 
falling [0 the level of the sin-conscious world, and something perhaps to 
keep her from vanishing into heaven whither Lbe thoroughly deiJied Chrisl 
had withdrawn. 

'*? Pft«ndo.Ma[thew (chap- T3) gne'< even farlhcr. qlaiming that Mary midfr^cfal 
noQC of the expencDCCS oi porluritioa hut hfCtune a miKher in a painless and my&lerl- 
oua way. 
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Tbe RiAteTLiU and the detixls tor such an uadertakicg vtrc not fmr to G«ek, 
Greatnus, even ihai of Jcsu*, depended apcin lineage; and mosi of the 
notables of heathen myth and Old Tcstameni story vcrc desi^ated as such 
by esitraordmary features attending their binhs. Not only in entia'Canoclcal 
myth, but in the Jewish Scriptures, giants and heroes were thought to be the 
offspring of gcds and wom?n. Gen- 6: ^— ^^ Isaac vaa the son of a barren 
womaa of uinel^ ytars by a fd.(hcr a hundred ycais old. Jacob was the son 
of 3 barren mother, and hia strange action at the lime of his birth was, s<r 
Yahveb saidn prophetic of his assured greatness, Tbe mother of Joseph was 
barren until that great patriarch was given in aaswcr to prayer. The bnbe 
Moses had a wonderfal deliverance. The birth of the mighty Samson was 
announced to the barren wife of Manoah by an angel, Samael was ^ven to 
the barren Hannah in answer to prayer and to take away her ^hame from the 
eyCA of the people ; aod John ihc Baptist came as ihc child of the barren 
Elrzabeth advanced in years, and the aged priest who had ceased to hope for 
offspr'mg. Our composer was direcLcd qoi only by these regulation require- 
menis for the production of a notable character, but be had also tbe full bene- 
fit of a devebped angelology such as was cntitaincd in the Old Testament 
and elaborated in current thought- Angels are always convenient in such 
narratives. He also possessed the canonical story of the virgin birth. This 
was his slariiiLg'point. 

Accordingly tbe ^tory is wrought out chiefly upon the [node! of that of 
Samuel, great care being taken to empbasiie the purity of Mary in her food, 
surround ingS) and occupation,'^ It is hardly necessary to point out the uae o£ 
the canonical New Testament in the acconnr of Joachim's retreat into the 
desert and his forty days' fast, or in tbe blending of the Lucau and MatthLEan 
stories in the annunciation to Joachim { § 4 ), or in Mary's visit to ihe temple 
at the age of Ihree and her ulicr lack of desire lo return home with her par- 
ents (g 7). These, together with many other items and the alraoit hleral 
use of Matt.p chap, 2. in §§ IJ, ti. 13, 21, and 22, prove bevond a doubt 
that Ihe protevani^eEiuni is eimpiy a purposeful, though not deeply serious, 
elaboration of the canonical infancy sections ; and it is equally clear that the 
author's aim !s 30 to reflect upon Mary tbe miraculous circumstances attrtb- 
uted to tbe birth of Je%us as lo givt her advent a purity and a glory in keep- 
ing with her cxahcd position, 

A different conscience from that exhibited in the patristics is at work. 
They, with slight e:tceptioiLS subsequent to the time of Clement of Ale:iandria, 
made a strenuous and dogmatic use of the canonical material. Nor did they 
resort to invcniiEHi even in apologetic and polemic stress. The literary con- 
science o£ the apocryphal wiilerSf on the contrary, was not satisfied with the 
most advantageous use of the accepted €ourc»%, but under fal^e names 
attempted to add 10 the sources juat those elements which would best explain 

^^Tur die ai^mti of diLa cffotti ace the Sahidic fragoicnt, Tejtti and Studlts, IV, 
2rP' 15. 

St 
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the religious situation iti which it found itself. From such a coDsdence. con- 
fronted by a practical theological problem, but devoid of the required skill, 
and also deatiCute of the deep seriousness of the cauonical and patristic writ- 
ings, sprang the teaching of the peFpetual virginity of Mary. 

The Gospel of Thomas and the History of Joseph the Carpenier differ 
from the Gospel of James and its derivatives in Chat the former adopt the 
point of view of the Johannine philosophy and find the idea of an incamaCion "^^ 
more in accord with their Docctic purpose. But the Gospel of James is 
practically sufficient to indicate the contribution of the so'Called New Testa- 
ment apocrypha to the study of the virgin birth, lo a wordj they push back 
a step or so farther, and heoce wholly past the point of credibility, the 
remarkable features of the canonical infancy stories. 

■•See also J^eu/io-CiemeMiHo," Two Epistlw Concerning Virginity," Ep, I, VI 
{Vlll, 56,57), and " Acts of Xanthippe and Polyxena," chaps. 14, 15 (IX, 209), Afid for 
spurious material purporting to be anCe-Nicene see Canstitutiens of the Holy Apostles, 
BookV, I6(VII,446)iVI,6;VIl,36.3^4IiVIII,Ii^iwa/y^'fl/M*i^fl6'^orf/r<>/ 
God, I (IX, 169), IV, V. XXIIl, XXV, XXVI, XXVII!, XXIX ; Apocalypse of Paul 
(VIII, 579); Book of John Concemine the FaUing-Asleep 0/ Mary (VIII, 587-^1); 
VitioniifFaul,%4i (IX, iti) ^6.% A^\ J^^f^ of Philip {Will, S02) ; Aefj and Marfyr- 
domof Andrew {VIU, $12) i Marfyrdom of Bariholomev {^111, SSA) > Goipel of Nito- 
demuSjPitt II, chap- 1 2, first Latin vetsioa (VIII, 453)1 Mar Jac^, Hemiiy on Habib 
the A'ar^r(Syriac), (VIII, liz); IMursy of fames, 6 (VU, 538). 29, 3St 44- 
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Adam, compared with Jesus, 39, 40, 48, 63, 

^^chiDCBi b«lief of, 75. 

AlcRBUder of Alexandria, 74, 75- 

Ante-Nicene Fathera, treatment of , 17, 18. 

Apellesi belief of, 36- 

Apocrypha, 9; notuBed,4l; presence of, 
5]; influence upon Clement of Alex- 
andria, 52 ; upon Origen, S? ; growing 
faror of, 60, 68, 70, 74; entiance into 
orihodon theology, 76 i general treat- 
ment of, 8t. 

Apostolic Falhets, silence of, i6f. 

Archelaas, definition of /*fliW-,67j quoted, 
67,68. 

Anatides, ?i; departure from gospels, 
22; quoted, 21. 

Amobius, practical apologetic of, 69 ; 
quoted, 69. 

Barbeliotes, Gnostic theory of, 35. 
Barnabas, Epistle of, 17, 18, 
Basihdes, christology of, 34, 35, 36, 73' 
Bethlehem, 10, it, M- 

Carpocrates, teaching of, 33, 35i 36, 72- 

Celsus, claim of, S3. 

Cerdo, 34, 35, 7=' 

Cerinthua, heresy of, 34, 35, 36, 72. 

Church Fathers, reliability of, 80, 

Clement of Alexandria, 51, 52; quoted, 

St- 
Clement of Rome, I7r 18, 
Colarbasus, 72. 
Conrad, theory of, 9> 
Cyprian. 65. 

Didach«, 17^ iS. 

Diognetus, Epistle to, 17, 18. 

Docetism, early evidence of, 21. 

Ebionites, 34 f . 
Elcha^ai, 61' 
Encratites, 35. 

Genealogies, 9. 10, 

Gnosticism, 32, 33, 36. 45» 5h ^7, 73i 7*- 

Gospels, the four teach virgia birth, 46, 47. 



Hamack, on protevangelium, 81, 8z, 
Heracleon, 36, JZ. 

Heretics, destitute of sources, 73, 76- 
Hippolytus, 61 f.^ use of Scripture, 62; of 

apocrypha, 64 i signi£caace of, 65 ; 

quoted, 61-3. 
Huclfi, ^nopsiy 14. 

Ignatian controversy, 18. 

Ignatius, 17 C; quoted, 19. 

Ittunanuel, 15. 

Immanne! prophecy, appeal to, 15, ^6, 
44, 57- 

Incamation, 16, 19, 22^ in Justm, 30; in 
Novatian, 66; Malchion, 67; Peter, 
74 ; harmoaization with vii^n birth, 
77 ; apocryphal use of, 83. 

Infancy storieE, comparison of, 10 L; Old 
Testament use ot^ 84. 

Interpretation, 27, 80. 

IrcDsus, polemic of, 31 -, method of treat- 
ment, 32 ; '*ply to Gnosticism, 32 ; 
appeal to Scripture, 36 ; dogmatic con- 
clusions of. 41, 42; quoted} 32-40. 

James, gospel of = protevangetimn, com- 
pared tfith Matthew and Luke, i^f.; 
grossnesB of, 14- in Justin Martyr, 29, 
30; in Clement of Alexandria, 51 ; in 
Origen, S7» SSj estimate of, 81; 
EouTces of, 84 ^ quoted, 12 f.{ abstract 
of, St F. 

Jesus, Davidic descent of, 10, 3o, 491 
dual nature of, not in virgin-birth 
stories, [5, 16, 20; based upon par- 
enlage, 20,21,32, 37, 43. 44»77, 791 
SOD of Joseph, 33 U pre-e*istcnt, 33 f-l 
not Joseph's son, 38; a mediator 
because of virgin birth, 40. 79 i purity 
of birth, 58^ frequent birth of^ 62; not 
born at all, 67. 

Joseph, home of, to, 11 ; occupation, 37, 
S3- 

Juatiu Martyr, aaf,^ his use of mythology, 
241 of prophecy, 26; final apology of, 
2S; summary, 29; sources, ?9, 3<ii 
quoted, 23-9. 

Lactantias, theology of, 70 ; quoted, 70. 
I^goB doctrine dominant, 75i 76- 
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Luke, gospel of, iofAiicy stoiy compared 
with Matthev, 10; dependence upon 
Mark, 1 1 -, correspondence to Matlbew, 
14^ JntcrprcUtioa of virgin birth, 15, 
16; Mvcion's mutilation ot, 39. 

Mflichlon, 66, 67; quoted, 66> 

Manei, 67- 

Manichjtuu, 67. 

Manuscript testimony, 10- 

Marcion, belief of, and use of the New 
Testament* 35, 39* 46, 72 -. Tertulllan's 
reply to, 43- 

Marcus, 73. 

Mary, cootraited with Eve, 33, 39, 47, 48 i 
exaltation of,5i, 64, 68 ^ Jewish slander 
oU 53. 54! perpetual virginity, 57; 
never Josepb'» wife, 66- 

Matlhew, gospel of, infancy story com- 
piled with Luke, ro i dependence upon 
Matk, ii; coirespondence to Luke, 
14; inleipretation of virgin biith, 15- 

Melito,3i, 

Messiah, Jewish belief aa to birth, 34, 37, 

38, 63. 
Method, 9, [7, 

Methodius, typology of, 71 ; quoted, 71. 
Monoimas, teaching of, 61. 
Mythology, Greek, 34, 28, 55, 56, 69, 

New Testament, lilenceof, regarding vEr- 
ginbirtb, 16, [7^ it> authority in time o( 
Justin Martyr, 17 ; in time of Irenseut, 
36 ; Terlullian'i lue of, 45- 

NoeEu«, 61. 

NovatJan, 65, 66 i quoted, 65, 

Ophilea,35, 73. 

Origen, 53f.^ reply to Celsua, 54 ^ ^en- 
ti£c argument oi, 55 i ^"^ ^^ Scripture, 



57 I use of apocrypha, 58 i revereace 
of, 59 p contribution of, 60 ; quoted, 
52-60. 

Panthera, story of, 53, 54. 

PatripauLoniam. bl. 

Peter of Alexandria, 73, 74 ; quoted, 73, 

74- 
PlatOj reputed virgin bitth o£, 56. 
Polycarp, 17, iS. 
Fraxeas, heresy of, 73. 
Ptolemy, 36, 73- 

Resch, theory of, 9, 
Ruflhbrook, SynopticoD, 14. 

Satuminui, theory of, 34, 36, 72. 

Scythianus, 68. 

Secundua. 36, 72, 

5eth]ans,35,6[. 

Shepherd of Hermaa, 17, iS, 

Simon of Samaria, theology of, 34, 72. 

Son of God, 15, 16- 

Tatian, hia appeal to mythology, 30 1 
probable belief of, 31,73; quoted, 2^, 

Terebiathus, pretension of, 68. 

TertuUian, 42 f.; hii argument as to 
Christ's dual nature, 43 ; defense of bis 
humanity, 44^ ioterpretation of, 45, 
46-, estimate of the gospels, 47; his 
sources, 50; pecollar use ot virgin birth, 
50 ; quoted, ^1-9. 

Theodoius, 73- 

Trypho, his criticism of virgin birth, 33, 
34. 

Valentinians, 34, 72. 
VictorinuB, 71 ^ summary of heresies, 73, 
73 i quoted, 7(. 
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